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ABSTRACT
STRUCTURAL INEQUALITIES, FAMILY AND CULTURAL FACTORS,
AND SPOUSAL VIOLENCE 
AMONG ANGLO AND HISPANIC AMERICANS
by
Jana L. Jasinski 
University of New Hampshire, September, 1996 
There is some evidence that rates of spousal assault are higher among Hispanic 
Americans compared to Anglo Americans, however, very little empirical research has 
focused extensively on Hispanic Americans and their risks for spousal violence. There 
is even less research that considers different Hispanic groups. This study used the 1992 
National Alcohol and Family Violence Survey to examine the relationships among 
structural inequalities, family relations, and spousal assault among a sample of 1,768 
Anglo and Hispanic Americans.
The results indicated that Hispanic Americans were more likely to use minor or 
severe physical violence against their spouses, however, there were also important within 
group differences. Among Hispanic Americans, Puerto Ricans reported the highest 
levels of spousal violence and Cuban Americans the lowest. Hypotheses regarding risk 
factors for spousal violence were also investigated. Youthfulness, normative approval 
of using violence against a partner, and unemployment, significantly increased the risk 
for spousal violence among both Hispanic and Anglo Americans. A male dominated 
family power structure increased the risk for spousal violence among Hispanic but not 
Anglo families. In addition, Hispanic group differences remained after controlling for
xvi
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the effects of socioeconomic status. The results suggest that elements of two theoretical 
models, Merton’s Strain Theory and a stress model, are appropriate to understanding 
spousal violence among Anglo and Hispanic Americans. This research suggests that 
ethnic differences in family processes, including violence, are linked to the larger social 
system of inequality. Continuing education efforts addressing conflict resolution tactics 
other than violence and improvements in the social welfare of individuals living in this 
country will help to reduce spousal violence in all families.
xvii
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CHAPTER 1
VIOLENCE IN THE UNITED STATES
Violence in the United States is a very serious issue. According to the Uniform 
Crime Reports, one violent crime occurs every 17 seconds (Maguire & Pastore, 1994). 
Violence in the family is also a widespread social problem (Straus & Gelles, 1990; 
Straus, Gelles & Steinmetz, 1980; Browne, 1987; Straus & Hotaling, 1980). Estimates 
from the first national study of family violence in 1975 indicated that more than 1 in 6 
households in the United States were the scene of husband to wife violence (Straus et al., 
1980). Moreover, this same study found a similar rate of severe assaults on husbands. 
In 1985 the National Family Violence Resurvey estimated that 1.8 million women were 
beaten by their partner that year and 2.6 million men were severely abused (Straus & 
Gelles, 1990). Results of the 1992 National Alcohol and Family Violence Survey 
indicated that over 20% of all respondents engaged in or experienced at least one violent 
incident during the course of their relationship (Kaufman Kantor, Jasinski, & Aldarondo, 
1994). Early survey estimates of spousal violence in Hispanic families suggest even 
higher rates, as much as 54% greater than that of Non-Hispanic White families (Straus 
and Smith, 1990; Kaufman Kantor, 1990). In addition there is evidence that the 
intrafamily homicide rate for Hispanic Americans is 1.3 times greater than that for Anglo 
Americans (Loya, Mercy & Associates, 1985). Very little research, however, has 
focused extensively on Hispanic Americans and their risks for violence, particularly
1
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spousal assault. This study will examine spousal violence among Hispanic Americans, 
particularly as it compares with the violence experiences of Anglo Americans.
Literature Review
There have been several major studies that have focused on spousal violence among 
Hispanic Americans. Much of this research, however, has been limited 
methodologically. Using the National Family Violence Resurvey Straus and Smith 
(1990) found the Hispanic rate of spousal violence to be 54% greater than that of non- 
Hispanic Whites. However, their study did not include a measure of national origin, 
they did not look at Hispanic groups, and the interviews were conducted over the 
telephone and only in English. Sorenson and Telles’ (1991) study also found a higher 
rate of spousal violence among Hispanic Americans compared to Anglo Americans. 
Although they used bilingual interviews, Mexican Americans were the only Hispanic 
group included in the study. Moreover, the violence questions were limited because they 
did not include questions about very severe violence. Other research has been limited 
by small sample sizes (Sorenson, 1996; Perilla, Bakeman, & Norris, 1994; Torres, 
1991), making it impossible to generalize to the larger populations of Hispanic 
Americans. Previous research using the 1992 National Alcohol and Family Violence 
Survey has addressed some of these methodological issues (e.g. Kaufman Kantor et al., 
1994), however, it has primarily focused on the presence or absence of spousal violence 
and has not considered different levels of severity.
2
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Social Position. Family Relations, and Ethnicity
Sociological explanations of spousal assaults have focused on the influence of social 
structure, usually socioeconomic status, on the occurrence of violence within the family. 
This focus is important because the family, as an institution, does not exist in isolation 
from other institutions and the social structure in which they are located. The 
relationships among individual members o f the family, ideas about how to handle 
conflict, and factors such as household size and family power structure are also important 
risk components in the family-violence relationship (Straus, 1990; Kaufman Kantor et al., 
1994; Coleman & Straus, 1990, 1986; Straus et al., 1980). Moreover, there is also a 
relationship between social position and family relations which may also serve to increase 
the likelihood of violence. Ethnicity is an important factor related to both socioeconomic 
status and the way family members interact with each other. Acculturation, the process 
o f adapting to a new culture, may also be an important risk factor for spousal violence 
among immigrant groups such as Hispanic Americans (Sorenson & Telles, 1991; 
kaufman Kantor et al., 1994). This research will consider the influence of each of these 
areas on the risks for spousal violence among both Hispanic and Anglo families.
The Relationship between Structural Factors and Family Violence
Among the major social structural influences on family violence are youth, gender, 
position in the socioeconomic structure, and race and ethnicity (Gelles, 1993). Violence 
in intimate relationships occurs most often among younger individuals, and is primarily 
perpetrated by men against women (Gelles, 1993; Straus et al., 1980). In addition, 
although spousal assault occurs in all social and economic groups, prior research on
3
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family violence has suggested that structural inequalities such as poverty and 
unemployment increase the risk for physical violence in the family and are associated 
with other violence-promoting factors such as alcohol abuse (Straus & Smith, 1990; 
Kaufman Kantor, 1990; Kaufman Kantor et. al, 1994). In other words, the risk o f 
violence is greater among those who are poor, unemployed, and working at low prestige 
jobs (Straus et al., 1980). The associations among specific socioeconomic indicators and 
spousal violence are discussed in more detail below.
Educational Attainment and Violence. The relationship between educational 
attainment and violence is complex. Straus and associates (1980) found that spousal 
violence was most common among individuals with high school diplomas or at least some 
high school education. They suggest that the relationship between violence and education 
could be explained in terms of relative, rather than absolute, educational attainment. 
Relative to those with higher education or those with less than a high school education, 
secondary school graduates are often not able to obtain well paying professional jobs and 
may end up working at jobs with individuals who do not have a diploma, thus causing 
frustration and stress that could lead to the use of violence.
Employment Status. Previous research has suggested that households in which the 
husband is unemployed or employed only part time have increased rates of violence, 
particularly severe violence (Gelles, 1978; Steinmetz & Straus, 1974; Homugh, 
McCullogh, & Sugimoto, 1981). In addition to the economic stress of unemployment 
or part time work with few, if any, benefits, male unemployment or underemployment 
may represent a loss of status that can be regained only through the use of physical force.
4
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Elliot Liebow’s (1967) classic study of African American streetcomer men suggested that 
violence may be the only remaining mechanism for status acquisition in the household. 
In addition to unemployment, there is evidence to suggest that occupational class or status 
is related to spousal violence. For example, rates of violence between husbands and 
wives have been found to be twice as high in families o f blue collar workers than for 
white collar workers (Kaufman Kantor & Straus, 19S7; Straus et al., 1980).
Occupational and Social Status Discrepancies. Economic necessity is making it 
increasingly more common for households to have two incomes. However, households 
in which the wife works, or works more than her male partner, may be at a greater risk 
for spousal violence (Smith, 1988). This is due, in part, to the fact that the husband is 
expected to be the family leader, the head of the household. The legitimacy of this 
leadership is based on the prestige and earning power of the husband’s occupation. If 
he is unemployed or does not earn enough of the total family income, his leadership 
position is undermined. In these households as in those where the husband is 
unemployed, men may use violence to compensate for a lack of resources such as income 
and prestige from which they are deprived (Straus et al., 1980). In traditional families, 
the husband is considered to be the provider of the family. A failure to support the 
family financially is seen as a loss o f status and respect. In order to regain this respect, 
a husband may use violence against his wife as a means for reestablishing his authority.
There is also some evidence suggesting that violence is more likely to occur in 
couples where the husband has a much higher status than his wife (Homugh, et. al., 
1981; Yllo & Straus, 1990). Yllo and Straus (1990) have suggested that there is a
5
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curvilinear relationship between husband’s and wife’s status attainment and wife assault 
in particular. They argue that in couples where the wife has the higher status the 
husband may feel threatened by this and use violence to restore his authority. On the 
other hand, in couples where the wife has a much lower status than that of her husband, 
he may use violence as a mechanism of control and dominance.
Poverty. Existing research evidence also suggests that poverty is an important risk 
factor for intrafamilial violence (Dibble & Straus, 1990; Straus & Smith, 1990; Kaufman 
Kantor, 1990). Straus and associates (1980) found that families living at or below the 
poverty line had a rate of violence 500% greater than families with incomes greater than 
$20,000. Families living in poverty may suffer from stress due to an inability to meet 
their needs with the resources that are available to them. This stress may then lead to 
frustration and possibly aggression (Conger, Lorenz, Conger, Simons, Whitbeck, Huck, 
& Melby, 1990). Stress producing events such as unemployment and other economic 
problems associated with it are also more likely to occur in low income families (Gelles, 
1978) who are ill-equipped to deal with them.
The Dynamics of Family Relations
In addition to the influence of an individual’s position in the social structure, the 
way in which families are organized and family members interact with each other may 
also be associated with spousal violence.
Family Power. There is some evidence indicating that the way the family unit is 
organized (e.g. male dominated vs. egalitarian) plays an important role in family 
functioning (Straus et al., 1980; Coleman & Straus, 1986; 1990). For example, the
6
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results from previous research suggest that wife beating is more common in households 
where power is concentrated in the hands of the husband or male partner (Straus, et ai., 
1980; Coleman & Straus, 1986; 1990; Yllo & Straus, 1990; Levinson, 1989). In these 
households, violence may be used to legitimize the dominant position of the male. 
Cultural norms emphasizing nonegalitarian family power structures or gender roles may 
thus, help to explain some of the variations in rates of spousal violence.
Cultural Legitimation of Violence. The family as a social group often has different 
rules about proper behavior compared to other social groups. For example, cultural 
approval of using violence toward a spouse is for some people a taken for granted norm 
with regard to the family unit. In other words, family members are allowed, and often 
encouraged, to use violence in order to maintain control and assert their opinions. These 
individuals may perceive the marriage license as permission to use physical force in their 
intimate relationships that would be unacceptable in other relationships (Straus, 1976). 
Individuals who support this belief may be quick to use violence against their intimate 
partners when they are faced with conflict. Therefore, it is important to consider 
normative approval of violence as a risk factor for spousal violence. In fact, previous 
research has demonstrated a relationship between approval of the use of violence toward 
a spouse and actually using violence (Straus, 1990; Kaufman Kantor, et al., 1994).
Household Size and Spousal Violence. Family composition is another factor 
related to the way individual family members interact with each other. For example, 
household size has been found to be an important predictor of spousal violence (Straus, 
et al., 1980). A greater number of children in a family that is already struggling
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economically may increase the risk for spousal violence. It is possible, however, that 
extended families may provide a source of social support making it easier to deal with 
other stressors such as those related to poor economic conditions. In addition, the 
presence of others in the household may actually serve as a deterrent to spousal violence 
because it reduces the isolation of individual members of the family. Family members 
may also step in if a particular conflict erupts into violence, thus ameliorating the 
situation.
The Importance of a Structural Approach in Researching Spousal Violence Among 
Minority Groups
A structural explanation of family violence recognizes the importance of the 
connection between the internal dynamics of the family and external conditions including 
changing labor markets and occupational segregation (Baca Zinn, 1995). For example, 
occupational situations such as unstable employment, and dual career families alter the 
family structure which, in turn, alters the dynamics o f family interaction. This may be 
particularly relevant for minority groups, such as Hispanic Americans, who are at a 
distinct disadvantage, compared to majority groups, within the social structure of 
American society.
The structural inequalities that minority individuals face may also influence cultural 
factors in a particularly important way for minority families. Baca Zinn (1990) argues, 
in feet, that minority group families are unique, not only because of their distinct 
heritage, but also because they live in a society where stratification based on race 
determines the availability of family resources and position in the social structure. These
8
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resources, or lack thereof, may play an important role in creating stressful situations for 
the family unit, which may increase the risk for violence. Among Hispanic Americans, 
family structure is affected by such socioeconomic influences as economic marginality, 
labor market pressures, and immigration circumstances (Vega, 1990). For example, 
Hispanic women may enter the work force if work is available and the family needs the 
income, although this may be in direct opposition to the traditional family role of the 
wife (Vega, 1995).
Race, class, and gender inequalities also influence the way families and individuals 
are located in different social environments which, in turn, pattern social opportunities 
differently and influence the family (Baca Zinn, 1995). Hispanic American families, for 
example are characterized as male dominant more often than Anglo families. Although 
the evidence to support this assumption is mixed (Baca Zinn, 1980), the position of 
women in the family, regardless of race or ethnicity, is tied to the greater social system 
of gender inequality.
Outside the family, economic opportunities are often tied to race issues, in addition 
to class and gender issues, making it extremely difficult for minority families, such as 
Hispanic Americans, to improve their socioeconomic status (Baca Zinn, 1995; Valdivieso 
& Davis, 1988). Any examination of family processes, including spousal violence, 
should consider the position of individuals and families in the social structure, while at 
the same time keeping in mind racial, gender, and class differences. There is little 
research, however, that uses ethnicity or race as a central focus. This research will 
consider the effects of perceived ethnic identity, in addition to and in conjunction with
9
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both the social structure and family relations, on the prevalence and seriousness of 
spousal violence.
Making it in America: The Social Structural Position of Hispanic Americans 
Much of the existing research on spousal violence has neglected to consider 
minority groups other than African Americans, or has included ethnicity as an 
afterthought to the analyses. However, there are compelling reasons to focus specifically 
on the risks for spousal violence among minority groups such as Hispanic Americans. 
Socioeconomic Status
Previous research has established that socioeconomic status plays an important role 
in spousal violence. In particular poverty, unemployment and low status work have been 
established as risk factors for intrafamilial violence (Straus & Smith, 1990; Kaufman 
Kantor, 1990). These economic stressors are prominent among Hispanic Americans. 
Their economic marginality is evidenced by lower annual family incomes, higher school 
dropout rates, and higher levels of unemployment (Chapa & Valencia, 1993; U.S Bureau 
of the Census, 1993; Perez & De la Rosa Salazar, 1993). In 1987, for example, the 
median income for Hispanic American families was two-thirds that of non-Hispanic 
families (Valdivieso & Davis, 1988). Poverty and inequality may be most immediate for 
certain Hispanic American groups. In particular, Puerto Rican and Mexican families are 
among the poorest of the Hispanic population in the United States (Morales & Bonilla, 
1993; Becerra, 1988). Hispanic Americans also tend to work in certain sectors of the
10
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
economy and within a limited range of occupations, that effectively segregates them from 
the rest of American society (Reimers, 1992; Cresce, 1992).
The changes associated with restructuring of the economy have exacerbated 
inequalities. One effect has been to impose significant stress on Hispanic Americans and 
their families. Among these stressors are unstable income levels, prolonged absence of 
family members looking for jobs in other areas, isolation, and a growing feeling of lack 
of opportunity (Vega, 1995). In addition, the American economy has been characterized 
as suffering from declining affluence, a shrinking labor market, and deterioration of 
public education (Vega, 1995; 13), all of which are associated with the economic 
instability of Hispanic American families. For example, Hispanic American individuals 
are likely to be working in economic sectors that are unstable and may be competing with 
Anglo Americans for scarce jobs.
Educational Attainment. In order to find employment in stable, well paying jobs 
individuals need to achieve a certain level of education. Low educational attainment has 
been a major barrier to the advancement of Hispanic Americans in the United States. 
Whereas only two-thirds o f all Hispanic Americans age 25-34 completed high school in 
1988, almost 90% of the non-Hispanic White population had a high school diploma 
(Valdivieso & Davis, 1988). One possible explanation for this low high school 
completion rate is that students who are not exposed to much of the English language 
(e.g. in the home and community) and speak very little English tend to perform poorly 
on standardized tests. This poor performance may discourage them from staying in 
school (Alatorre Alva, 1995). In addition, very few school systems in the U.S. have
11
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successful bilingual education programs. Consequently children are taught most often 
only in English even though there is evidence to suggest that children in bilingual 
education programs do better than non-English speaking students taught only in English 
(Rodriguez, 1996). Another possibility is that parents who do not speak English may be 
unable to help with their children’s homework or communicate with school personnel 
about their child’s progress. This may be especially relevant for first generation 
Hispanic Americans. Educational attainment is strongly associated with social and 
economic status and consequently, is one of the factors linked to the high rate of poverty 
among Hispanic Americans. The lack of education has also been associated with the use 
o f spousal violence.
Male Unemployment. Female Employment, and Family Relations
In industrialized countries, the legitimacy of family leadership, traditionally male 
authority, is based on the prestige and earning power of the husband (Smith, 1988). 
Male unemployment or underemployment undermines this position. Although Hispanic 
American men are more likely to be employed or seeking work than non-Hispanic men, 
because of their relatively low educational levels and language barriers, they are also 
more likely than non-Hispanic men to be situated in poorly paid jobs with few 
opportunities for advancement (Valdivieso & Davis, 1988; Becerra, 1988). There are 
exceptions to this, however. For example, about half of Cuban men hold high status 
positions in the occupational structure. In addition to working in low status, semi-skilled 
jobs, Hispanic Americans in general are also more likely to work in economic sectors 
that are vulnerable to seasonal unemployment (e.g. migrant farm workers) and in
12
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industries that are threatened with long term decline such as manufacturing (U.S. Bureau 
of the Census, 1993). Consequently, although a large percentage of Hispanic Americans 
are working in the labor force, they are more likely than non-Hispanic Americans to be 
unemployed because they are often employed in short term seasonal jobs (Valdivieso & 
Davis, 1988).
Although Hispanic Americans as a group suffer from high unemployment rates, the 
exceptionally high unemployment rate of Puerto Rican men in particular is of great 
concern with regard to male leadership of the family. Failure to succeed as the 
breadwinner could pose a threat to their undisputed authority in the family and 
consequently result in violence (Sanchez-Ayendez, 1988).
A wife’s employment therefore, given the instability o f employment among 
Hispanic men, may be seen as the husband’s failure to maintain the family’s financial 
stability (Kantorowski Davis, & Chavez, 1995). For many of these families, however, 
women do not enter the work force necessarily by choice alone, but out of economic 
necessity (Vega, 1995). Regardless of the circumstances, working outside the home 
gives women more economic power and exposes them to new behaviors and attitudes 
which may challenge traditional family sex roles (Casas, Wagenheim, Banchero, & 
Mendoza-Romero, 1995). In traditionally oriented Hispanic families, these changes may 
result in conflict for the husband and consequently exaggerate male sex role behaviors, 
including the use of physical force.
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Family Relations and Spousal Violence 
Social structural factors alone, however, may not adequately explain the dynamics 
of violence within the family. The way families are organized and the beliefs about how 
the family should "work" are also influenced by social structural factors and may play 
an important role in explaining spousal violence (Vega, 1990).
Cultural Expectations Regarding Family Structure
Cultural expectations regarding desired family structure, and proper gender roles 
may not be universal. There is evidence that the cultural ideal of the American family 
includes more sharing of power between spouses than the cultural ideal of the Mexican 
family, for example (Femandez-Esquer and McCloskey, 1993). Researchers have also 
suggested that Latinos are more likely to hold traditional attitudes regarding women’s 
roles in the family (Ginorio, Gutierrez, Cauce, & Acosta, 1996). Cuban Americans, for 
example, have been characterized as having a strong preference for hierarchical family 
relations. As a result o f this preference, Cuban husbands expect absolute obedience from 
their wives (Szapocznik & Hernandez, 1988). Evidence of cultural scripts such as 
"marianismo" and "machismo" also supports these conclusions. "Marianismo" refers to 
a pattern of behavior found in Hispanic culture of females being submissive and self 
sacrificing. The cultural expectations for Hispanic men ("machismo") include honor, 
pride, courage, responsibility, obligation to the family, sexual prowess, aggressive 
behavior, and the belief that men are physically and morally superior to women (Perilla, 
Bakeman, & Norris, 1994). Cultural scripts such as "marianismo" and "machismo"
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support an imbalance of power in the family and thus, may increase the risk for spousal 
violence.
Hispanic American families have also been traditionally characterized as male 
dominated, however, there is some debate as to whether these are simply stereotypical 
views (Caroll, 1980; De la Cancela, 1986). Patriarchal norms are said to exist, however, 
at least as an ideology, if not in practice, in the cultures of several Hispanic groups 
including Mexican American, Puerto Rican and Cuban American families (Kaufman 
Kantor et. al, 1994; Becerra, 1988; Szapocznik & Hernandez, 1988; Sanchez-Ayendez, 
1988). Based on existing evidence of such power imbalances within Hispanic families, 
and the relationship between unequal power distribution and spousal violence, it was 
hypothesized that they may be at a greater risk than Anglo families for intimate violence. 
Variations in Family Structure as a Function of Socioeconomic Status
There is some evidence that family roles vary with socioeconomic circumstances 
(Baca Zinn, 1982) and, in particular, that gender role expectations within Hispanic 
American families change with respect to social and economic conditions (Kelly & 
Garcia, 1988). Male dominance may be characteristic of groups at the bottom of the 
socioeconomic ladder. This is especially relevant for Hispanic American families 
because so many of them are living in poor economic conditions. Winkler (1990), for 
example, found that poor Latinos were twice as likely to live in traditional family 
structures than either poor Blacks or Whites. These families may be at a particular risk 
for spousal violence. Other research suggests that a patriarchal family structure may 
actually be a cultural adaptation to the minority condition of structural discrimination
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(Baca Zinn, 1982). Displaying overly masculine characteristics is one way to acquire 
status when other avenues are denied. If Hispanic families are indeed characterized by 
male dominance, this could be one possible explanation for the higher rates of violence 
in Hispanic families.
Household Size and Spousal Violence
The amount and level of interaction among family members may change as 
household size increases. In fact, there is evidence to suggest that household size is an 
important risk factor for spousal violence (Straus et al., 1980). Hispanic American 
families have been characterized as larger in size than Anglo American families 
(Valdivieso & Davis, 1988). They also tend to be worse off economically (U.S. Bureau 
of the Census, 1993). The combination of a large household with a small income may 
create stress and increase the likelihood of intrafamilial violence. Therefore, since 
Hispanic families tend to be larger and poorer than Anglo families they should be at a 
greater risk for spousal violence. On the other hand, there are more likely to be 
individuals around to offer support when conflict arises. Moreover, the very presence 
of other family members may deter spousal violence. However, this may not be true of 
all Hispanic families. In a study looking at the differences between Anglo American and 
Mexican American battered women, Torres (1991) found that Mexican American women 
were more likely than Anglo women to be hit in front of family members. This suggests 
that in Mexican American families wife abuse may be more acceptable. Regardless of 
the manner in which household size is related to spousal violence, it is an important 
factor which should be considered in analyses of spousal violence.
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Hispanic Group Diversity 
So far I have generally referred to Hispanic Americans as if they are a single 
entity, however, the Hispanic population encompasses a diverse collection of national 
origin groups, that are separated by both class and generation. It is these differences that 
make the position of Hispanic Americans within the social structure of the United States 
unique compared to other racial and ethnic groups (Portes & Stepick, 1993). The diverse 
historical processes that brought these groups into the United States may, in fact, affect 
the socioeconomic heterogeneity of Hispanic American groups (Tienda & Wilson, 1992; 
Morales & Bonilla, 1993; Camoy, Daley, & Ojeda, 1993; Betancur, Cordova, & Torres, 
1993; Perez-Stable & Uriarte, 1993; Morales & Ong, 1993; Torres & Bonilla, 1993; 
Cardenas, Chapa, & Burek, 1993; Knouse, Rosenfeld, & Culbertson, 1992). The 
different immigration experiences of the three Hispanic groups included in this study as 
well as the relationships among these experiences and economic position of each of the 
groups are outlined below. Further research on these variations and how they might 
relate to family violence is needed. The more important factor may be effects of the 
immigration processes on socioeconomic status.
Puerto Rican American Immigration Experiences
One area that makes Hispanic Americans uniquely different from other racial and 
ethnic groups is the circumstances surrounding their immigration to this country. "In 
general, the greater barriers to entry, the more selective the migration process" (Massey, 
1993; 9). Puerto Ricans, for example, encountered the fewest barriers to migration to 
the mainland. In addition to the absence of legal barriers, inexpensive flights from
17
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Puerto Rico to New York City made it possible for members of lower economic classes 
to migrate to the U.S. mainland (Portes, & Rumbaut, 1990). After World War H a 
massive migration shifted one third of Puerto Rico’s population to the United States 
mainland (Massey, 1993). Despite this ease of migration, Puerto Rican Americans have 
been unable to become fully integrated into the American social structure. Puerto Ricans 
are often relegated to the lowest levels on the socioeconomic ladder and a 
disproportionate percentage are represented in the secondary labor market which includes 
clerical, sales, unskilled and semiskilled blue collar and service workers. Moreover they 
are most often employed in occupations with seasonal fluctuations and in declining 
sectors of the economy (Chilman, 1993; Nelson & Tienda, 1989).
Mexican Immigration Experiences
Mexicans are also able to migrate to the U.S. cheaply because of reduced travel 
costs. The Mexican experience, however is closely related to labor demand as they 
continue to be a low wage labor force in this country. Consequently they have been 
subject to considerable variations in immigration laws (Portes & Rumbaut, 1990). 
Immigration in the twentieth century tended to be cyclical for this group. The doors to 
the United States were open when there was a shortage of labor, while massive 
deportation efforts marked periods of economic recession. As a result, the Mexican 
labor force in this country tends to be very mobile, travelling to find job opportunities, 
and may work primarily in seasonal jobs (Chilman, 1993; Nelson & Tienda, 1989; 
Massey, 1993). Such jobs, however, do not provide benefits, and pay very poorly. 
Based on this evidence, it would be expected that this group would be under a great deal
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of stress that may make them more likely than other Hispanic groups to engage in 
spousal violence.
Cuban American Immigration Experiences
Other groups have faced even more substantial barriers to entry resulting in more 
middle class migrant streams. The first wave of Cuban Americans, for example, faced 
the most barriers, arriving in the U.S. as left wing governments came to power in Cuba. 
This wave of immigrants was dominated by professionals with previous economic 
connections in the U.S. and this migrant group was instrumental in establishing business 
enclaves in the United States, particularly in Miami, Florida. Members of this first wave 
also came to the United States with more human capital, such as job skills and higher 
educational attainment that allowed them to succeed in the economic structure of this 
country. In addition, due to the circumstances surrounding their entry into this country, 
the public was sympathetic to their situation and welcomed them with open arms. The 
second wave was not treated in a similar manner. They were not political exiles and did 
not receive the same amount of resettlement assistance as did individuals from the first 
wave. In addition, Cuban immigrants from the second wave were of lower 
socioeconomic status compared to the first wave (Portes and Stepick, 1994; Sudrez, 
1993; Chilman, 1993; Massey, 1993).
Therefore, the result o f different migratory processes is a diverse set o f Hispanic 
American groups. This diversity makes it necessary to consider both the socioeconomic 
processes which occur within the U.S. and also differing immigration experiences and 
circumstances that are directly related to status and position. Different migration
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circumstances also influenced the ability to acquire the necessary resources to advance 
in the social structure of the United States. Thus, depending on the time and 
circumstances of their arrival, Hispanic individuals may see the U.S. as a land of 
opportunity or as a country filled with discrimination and repression.
Acculturation: The Process of Adopting Culture
Cultural values are not necessarily static. Acculturation refers to the process in 
which immigrants come to adopt the values and behaviors of the host country (Gordon, 
1964). Characteristic of Hispanic culture is a strong identification with and attachment 
of individuals to their families, and the Hispanic family has often been described as 
cohesive and supportive (Sabogal, Marin, Otero-Sabogal, Marin, & Perez-Stable, 1987). 
Hispanic families have also traditionally defined very rigid gender roles with men as 
dominant authoritarian figures and women as caregivers and nurturers, however, these 
definitions may be changing such that gender role expectations are becoming less rigid. 
There is some evidence, however, that suggests this familialism as well as other Hispanic 
cultural values changes with increasing contact with U.S. mainstream culture (Garza & 
Gallegos, 1995; Sabogal et al., 1987). Gender role expectations, for example, may 
change as the surrounding social conditions require (Vega, 1990). There is some 
evidence to suggest that less restrictive attitudes toward women may be associated with 
the process of acculturation (Ginorio et al., 1996). Changes in acceptable gender roles 
may be associated with changes in certain core cultural values like familialism as 
exposure to the American culture increases (Sabogal et al., 1987). In some respects, 
Hispanic Americans become more like their less familialistic Anglo American
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counterparts. There is other evidence, however, that suggests that acculturation actually 
increases social support by the family (Sabogal, et. al., 1987). Other research has 
suggested that acculturation is not an all or none phenomenon and that adjustment to U.S. 
society can take place with the basic integrity of the family remaining intact 
(Rueschenberg & Buriel, 1989). This same research found that patterns of intrafamily 
relationships and interactions did not differ substantially from one generation to the next. 
In fact, the biggest changes involved English becoming the primary language and 
increasing participation in U.S. society by Hispanic family members (Rueschenberg & 
Buriel, 1989).
Acculturation also affects domains outside the family, such as occupational and 
economic status. Highly acculturated individuals are more likely to have adopted the 
usage of English. These English skills could increase their ability to function within the 
social structure o f this country. Specifically, English language skills might make it easier 
to succeed in the educational system and make it more likely for these individuals to stay 
in school longer. In addition, English language skills, as well as higher educational 
attainment could lead to better jobs, in turn leading to a higher income. More 
acculturated individuals may also be better able to find employment in more stable 
occupational sectors such as the professional specialty sector which may reduce their 
likelihood of experiencing certain types of work related stressors. All of these factors 
together work to improve economic stability. Previous research has established that 
factors such as low income, unemployment, and part time employment, all indicators of 
economic instability, are associated with increased violence (Straus et al., 1980).
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Therefore an improvement in economic stability should be associated with a reduced risk 
for violence.
Acculturation and Spousal Assault
The heterogeneity of Hispanic groups is not limited to their socioeconomic 
position. Other evidence indicates that, although Hispanic Americans as a single group 
exhibit high rates of violent behavior toward their spouses, these rates also vary by ethnic 
group identification (Kaufman Kantor, et al., 1994). Existing evidence suggests that the 
process o f acculturation may be linked to spousal violence (Kaufman Kantor et al., 1994) 
by moderating stressors such as economic instability. Other research, however, suggests 
that acculturation may actually increase the likelihood of violent behavior (Sorenson & 
Telles, 1988; Kaufman Kantor et al., 1994). More acculturated Hispanic Americans may 
be more violent towards their spouse because they are trying to balance the demands 
placed on them by their culture of origin and the dominant culture to which they are 
trying to adapt (Sorenson & Telles, 1991). There is also evidence suggesting that 
perceptions of discrimination increase with longer periods of U.S. residence (Portes & 
Rumbaut, 1990). The pressure of conflicting cultures and perceived discrimination could 
make Hispanic individuals feel alienated from the larger society and possibly hostile, 
creating a situation that may lead to increased use of violence. In addition, changes in 
sex role expectations, family obligations, relationships, and beliefs about the use of 
violence against a marital partner as a result of acculturation may produce marital conflict 
which, in turn, may lead to battering (Torres, 1991). On the other hand, there is also 
evidence to suggest that a lack of acculturation may be related to spousal violence
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(Sabogal et a l., 1987). Lack of acculturation may affect the ability or desire to integrate 
into the social and economic structure of the U.S. influencing areas such as employment 
status that have been established as important risk markers for spousal violence. The 
unique sample used in this research will make it possible to disentangle the relationships 
among structural inequalities, cultural mechanisms such as acculturation, and spousal 
assault.
In summary, the review of the literature suggests that social structural conditions, 
the way the family is organized, and the dynamics of family interaction may increase the 
risks for spousal violence among Hispanic Americans. There is very little research, 
however, that addresses them in detail for this particular population. There is an even 
larger gap in the literature with regard to Hispanic American groups (e.g. Puerto Rican, 
Mexican, Cuban). Research that does exist has generally focused on only one Hispanic 
group (e.g. Mexican Americans) and had used very small samples. The present research 
helps fill in the gap by looking at a variety of structural and family relationship factors 
that have been previously established as risk factors for spousal violence in the general 
population and their applicability to Hispanic Americans as a group and Hispanic groups. 
Figure 1-1 illustrates the major conceptual areas examined in this research and their 
relationship to spousal violence. Figure 1-2 details the specific indicators for each of the 
conceptual areas.
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Two lines of thought are particularly useful for understanding the relationships 
among the factors discussed above and spousal assault. One common explanation for 
spousal violence suggests that structural inequalities by themselves may lead to increased 
risk for intimate violence because of the stress they create. Therefore it was 
hypothesized that individuals who experienced structural strains such as poverty, 
unemployment, and underemployment would be more likely to use violence against their 
spouse than those who did not experience these stressors. The second theoretical model 
comes from the field of criminology and is less often conceived of as an explanation for 
spousal violence. Merton’s (1938; 1967) Strain Theory argues that crime is the result 
of a disparity between culturally approved goals and the legitimate means to obtain them. 
Based on this theoretical framework, it was hypothesized that spousal violence would be 
more likely to occur when culturally valued goals, such as status and power, were not 
achieved. This second theoretical framework is discussed in more detail below.
The Disjunction Between Explanations of Ordinary Street Crime and Family Violence 
There are many criminological explanations for violent behavior such as homicide, 
but rarely do these explanations focus on violence taking place within the family 
(Hotaling, Straus, & Lincoln, 1989). Domestic violence and ordinary "street violence" 
have been conceptualized as two fundamentally different types of behavior. There is 
some evidence, however, that criminological explanations for violent behavior can be 
used to explain spousal assault (Hotaling et al., 1989; Cazenave, 1981; Taylor, 1981). 
This research uses a traditional criminological theory as one framework to examine
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ethnic differences in rates o f spousal assault. In the field of criminology, Strain Theory 
considers how social structures pressure individuals to engage in deviant or criminal 
behavior (Merton, 1957; Traub & Little, 1980).
Robert Merton and Strain Theory
Merton (1938) showed how the design of the social and cultural structure 
influenced individual behavior. He argued that disparities between culturally approved 
goals and the legitimate means for attaining them lead to anomie and then to deviant or 
criminal behavior. According to Merton there are primarily two important elements of 
social and cultural structures. The first consists of culturally defined goals which make 
up a frame of reference for individual members of a particular society. These are the 
things worth struggling to achieve. The second element controls the institutional means 
for achieving these goals.
Merton argued that contemporary American culture emphasizes certain success 
goals without the same importance placed on the legitimate institutional means needed 
to achieve these goals. The result of this conflict between cultural values and structural 
conditions is a strain towards anomie and thus, criminal behavior. Therefore "aberrant 
behavior may be regarded sociologically as a symptom of dissociation between culturally 
prescribed aspirations and socially structured avenues for realizing these aspirations" 
(Merton, 1967: 110).
In a class society such as the United States, opportunities to achieve success are 
not equally distributed. Although there exists an open class ideology, advancing toward 
a success goal is relatively rare and very difficult for those individuals with little formal
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education and few economic resources such as Hispanic Americans, for one example. 
Merton argues
when a system of cultural values extols, virtually above all else, certain 
common success-goals for the population at large while the social structure 
rigorously restricts or completely closes access to approved modes of 
reaching these goals for a considerable part of the same population, deviant 
behavior ensues (1967; 120).
Deviant behavior, therefore, is one possible adaptation to the strain produced by the
disparity between the culturally approved goals and the legitimate means to attain them.
Although Merton discusses Strain Theory in the context o f monetary success, he does not
dispute the possibility of alternative goals, such as family leadership and dominance, that
also may be culturally valued. Based upon the arguments of Strain Theory, therefore,
this research hypothesized that spousal violence would be more likely to occur when
culturally valued goals such as economic success and power were not obtained. More
specifically, husbands who were not economically or occupationally successful would be
more likely to assault their wives because of the loss of status within the family.
Traditionally, research using the framework of Strain Theory has focused on
juvenile delinquency (Agnew, 1985,1989; Paternoster & Mazerolle, 1994; Leiber,
Famworth, Jamieson, & Nalla, 1994). In Merton’s (1938) original work, however, he
does not refer to Strain Theory as an explanation for a particular type of deviant or
criminal behavior, rather he considers deviant behavior in general, as one possible
response to structurally induced strains. Several researchers have applied the framework
of Strain Theory to spousal violence among African Americans (Cazenave, 1981; Taylor,
1981). They suggest that strategies including toughness and violence are common among
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African American men who are unable to achieve the cultural desired goals of
masculinity. Similarly, Liebow (1967) argued that the behavior of the African American
streetcomer man, is "his way of trying to achieve many of the goals and values of the
larger society, of failing to do this, and of concealing his failure from others and from
himself as best he can" (222). This current research considers elements of Strain Theory
as one way to examine spousal violence among Anglo and Hispanic Americans.
The American Dream and Deviance
More recently Messner and Rosenfeld (1994) argue that the universal application
of the goals o f monetary success creates dilemmas for individuals in a social structure
characterized by inequality. In other words, there are strains and tensions built into
concrete forms of social organization such as the occupational structure. In fact, the
American dream plays a large role in determining how individuals will deal with the
inequalities in the social structure.
The American Dream itself exerts pressures toward crime by encouraging 
an anomic cultural environment, an environment in which people are 
encouraged to adopt an ’anything goes’ mentality in the pursuit of personal 
goals. Furthermore....the anomic pressures inherent in the American Dream 
are nourished and sustained by a distinctive institutional balance of power 
dominated by the economy (Messner & Rosenfeld, 1994; 68).
Immigrants come to the United States in search of economic opportunities that are absent
in their native country and in the process may be encouraged to adopt the American
Dream. However, the combination of the core components of the American dream;
achievement, individualism, universalism, and materialism, and the social structure of
American society results in anomie, weak social controls, and deviant behavior. The
pressure to succeed at any cost in order to achieve the American dream actually serves
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to encourage people to use efficient, although illegitimate, means to solve conventional 
problems.
Strain and Available Opportunities
Cloward and Ohlin (1960) took the argument of Strain Theory one step further by 
suggesting that the type of deviant behavior that individuals engage in has to do with the 
opportunities available to them. For example, one possible response to strain is violence, 
which may be a route to the status otherwise unachieved in the legitimate opportunity 
structure. Families are often isolated from other institutions making it relatively easy to 
use violence against family members. Cloward and Ohlin’s (1960) addition to Strain 
theory may be particularly valuable in examining violence in the family and more 
specifically, among individuals who support the use of violence as a means to a valued 
end.
In the family as in other social spheres, the husband or male is expected to be the 
leader. In industrial societies, this leadership is based on the prestige and earning power 
of the husband’s occupation. If  the husband is unemployed or does not earn enough 
money, his leadership position is undermined. The combination of these elements, a 
feeling of entitlement to be in the culturally valued dominant position and a lack of 
resources to do so legitimately, could lead to the use of violence as the ultimate resource 
to reach the desired ends. Existing research has found some support for these hypotheses 
(Yllo & Straus, 1990; Smith & Straus, 1990; Dibble & Straus, 1990; Kaufman Kantor 
& Straus, 1990).
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In the social structure of the United States, minorities are still disenfranchised from 
many of the advantages that majority group members enjoy. The resulting feelings of 
stress and frustration at this discrimination may lead to higher rates of violence. In fact, 
there is evidence for some Hispanic American groups that homicide rates are higher than 
rates for Anglo Americans (Straus & Gelles, 1990). Based on the framework of Strain 
Theory therefore, the greater disparities experienced by Hispanic Americans relative to 
Anglo Americans combined with their internalization of American values of success 
should help account for differences in rates of spousal assault. Likewise, the inequalities 
among Hispanic groups should also help explain group differences in rates of spousal 
assault.
Taken together, several distinct lines of investigation suggest that a number of 
factors may make Hispanic Americans particularly vulnerable to domestic violence. This 
study will address the relative neglect of research on ethnic differences in the etiology 
of spousal violence by examining how structural inequalities differentially affect Hispanic 
and Anglo Americans and their risks for family violence. It goes beyond existing 
research because, in addition to thoroughly investigating the differences between Anglo 
and Hispanic Americans as a single group, it also examines differential effects of 
structural inequality on Hispanic groups (i.e. Puerto Rican, Mexican, and Cuban 
American). This research also improves on prior research by looking at different levels 
of violence for Anglo and Hispanic Americans as well as for Hispanic groups. Prior 
research has been unable to examine Hispanic group differences as it has been limited 
by the following factors: a.) grouping Hispanic Americans together and ignoring
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important group differences, b.) focusing exclusively on only one particular group, and 
c) small sample sizes.
Existing evidence of the underclass status of Hispanic Americans in the United 
States and previous research linking structural inequalities to higher rates of spousal 
assault suggest that Hispanic Americans as a group are at particular risk for family 
violence. Based upon the literature, a number of questions have been developed to guide 
this research:
1. To what extent do Hispanic and Anglo families and Hispanic American 
groups experience differences in opportunities within the social structure?
2. To what extent do structural conditions, such as labor force factors, 
explain differences in spousal violence between Hispanic and Anglo families 
and among Hispanic American groups?
3. Are there differences in family relations among Hispanic and Anglo 
Americans? Within Hispanic groups?
4. To what extent does the family organization and family relationships, such 
as family power structure and normative approval of violence, explain 
differences in spousal violence between Hispanic and Anglo families and 
among Hispanic American groups?
5. Do acculturational and immigration status differences among Hispanic 
American groups explain variations in patterns of spousal assault?
6. Does the combination of social structural factors and the way family 
members relate to each other lead to spousal violence?
Projected population estimates suggest that by the turn of the century Hispanic 
Americans will be the largest minority group in the United States, yet they continue to 
obtain only substandard educational levels and are overrepresented in low status sectors
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of the occupational structure (Valdivieso and Davis, 1988). The association between 
these structural factors and violence within the family suggests that more effort should 
be made to understand these relationships for at-risk groups. Previous research using 
ethnicity as a central concept, however, has primarily focused on Black/White 
differences. Hispanic Americans have been ignored, lumped together or forced into 
theoretical models specifically developed for other ethnic groups (e.g. the underclass 
model developed to explain African American poverty) (Massey, Zambrana, & Bell, 
1995). Massey and associates (1995), for example, argue that the issues surrounding 
Hispanic families are fundamentally different from those facing other minority groups 
such as African Americans. "The differences are related to the coherence of the group, 
the meaning of race, the level and extent of segregation, the relative importance of 
immigration, and the role played by language in determining well being" (Massey et. al, 
1995: 192).
The examination of the relationship between structural inequality and wife assault 
in both Hispanic groups and in the general population of Anglo and Hispanic Americans 
will make it possible to identify risk factors for family violence. The unique sample used 
in this research as well as information on formerly neglected areas, such as generational 
status, will provide much needed information about a previously neglected ethnic group 
and a greater understanding of the structural processes related to the dynamics of 
intrafamilial violence. This information is critical for the development of prevention 
programs and social policies aimed at reducing the incidence of violence within the 
family.
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Chapter Organization 
In order to look at each of the areas outlined above in a logical and organized 
manner the chapters were organized as follows. Chapter 2 outlines the methodology used 
in this research including the sampling procedures, measures, and analytical techniques 
used. Chapter 3 examines how the organization of the family unit, ethnicity and spousal 
violence are related. In this chapter the research questions are concerned with the role 
of family structure, family power, beliefs about violence, and acculturation in spousal 
violence. In chapter 4 the focus is on the associations among indicators of social 
position, ethnicity, and intimate violence. This chapter focused on factors such as 
educational attainment, employment status, family work structure, occupational status 
discrepancies, occupational type, and poverty and their relationship to spousal violence. 
In Chapter 5 the interrelations among socioeconomic status, family relations, ethnicity, 
and spousal violence are explored. Chapter 6 examines the controversial topic of female 
perpetrated violence among Hispanic and Anglo Americans. Several risk factors were 
examined, including power and status differences between husbands and wives and the 
role of acculturation among Hispanic Americans. The last chapter summarizes the 
research.
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The data to be used for this project were obtained in 1992 as a part of a national 
study on alcohol-family violence relationships (National Alcohol and Family Violence 
Survey (NAFVS)) (Kaufman Kantor et al., 1994). The NAFVS was fielded by the 
Institute for Survey Research at Temple University, and was the first national probability 
survey of its kind designed specifically to test hypotheses pertaining to the relationships 
between drinking and family violence in Hispanic families compared to families of other 
ethnicities. Between June and November 1992 face to face interviews were conducted 
with a national probability sample of 1,970 persons, including an oversample of 846 
Hispanic persons. Eligible respondents included those individuals who were living as a 
couple with a member of the opposite sex. One member o f each household, either the 
husband or the wife, was randomly selected and interviewed.
Bilingual interviewers were utilized in oversample areas, and respondents had the 
choice of taking the interview in English or Spanish. If the interviewer was not fluent 
in Spanish, and that was the language preferred by the respondent, another interviewer 
was assigned to complete the interview. Sixty-four percent of Hispanics chose to take 
the Spanish language version of the interview. The Spanish translation of the survey 
questions was accomplished by a back translation method. That is, the interview was
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translated into Spanish, and then translated again from Spanish to English. Additionally, 
the survey questions were reviewed and pre-tested with members of multiple Hispanic 
groups to assure a consensus of understanding. The overall response rate for all eligible 
individuals was 75.4%. The response rate for Hispanics in oversample areas was 80.3 %. 
Sampling Procedure
The sample was drawn from a universe of 1,887 listing areas (LAs) which were 
identified by combining LAs from two national probability samples - The 1986 National 
Survey of Families and Households (NSFH) and The 1989 National Survey of Latinos 
(NSL). If an LA contained fewer than 35 Housing Units (HUs) it was deleted from the 
frame. Of the original 1,701 NSFH LAs 1,314 remained in the sampling frame. For 
the National Survey of Latinos, 573 LAs were selected from Metropolitan Statistical 
Areas (MSAs) which had large concentrations of Hispanics. To achieve an Hispanic 
oversample, Hispanic listing ares (LAs) were oversampled. Based on Census data, an 
LA was considered Hispanic if 15 % or more of the population was Hispanic.
Selection of Listing Areas. The original 1,701.NSFH LAs were selected from the 
Temple University’s Institute for Survey Research (ISR) 1980 National Sample using 
probability proportional to size (PPS) sampling where the first stage probability is:
HUs enumerated in the LA in the 1980 Census
PI  ----------------------------------------------------------------------
HUs enumerated in the USA in the 1980 Census
LAs for each sample (Hispanic and Non-Hispanic) were selected with equal 
probability, using systematic random sampling procedures. First the LAs were sorted 
by the LA identification number. Then the sampling interval (# of LAs/# of main or
36
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
oversample LAs to be selected) was calculated. A random number between 0 and 1 was 
chosen and multiplied by the interval to determine the first selected LA. Once the first 
selection was determined, the interval was added to the selection number to get the next 
selected LA. This procedure was repeated until the entire file had been processed and 
the required number of LAs had been selected for each sample.
The second stage probability of selection, within each LA is:
Constant
P2 =  --------------------------------------------------------------
HUs enumerated in the LA in the 1980 Census
Thus, the overall probability of a HU being selected from either the base or oversample 
is:
P3 =  PI * P2 
Constant
HUs enumerated in the USA in the 1980 Census
The number of HUs to select from each LA was determined by multiplying the 
number of HUs by P2, the second state selection probability.
HUs to Select =  P2 * HUs
In the base sample Listing Areas, respondents, were to be interviewed regardless 
of ethnic group. In the Hispanic oversample LAs, however, only Hispanic respondents 
were to be interviewed.
37
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
Sampling Weight
The sampling weight compensates for deviations from an equal probability design 
and is defined as the reciprocal of a respondent’s probability of selection. For this 
survey the sampling weight is the product of two weights, an LA ethnicity weight and 
an HU weight.
Listing Area Ethnicity Weight. The originally selected NSFH and NSL oversample 
LAs were selected at a rate approximately five times larger than the base sample LAs. 
To compensate for this, all oversample LAs start with the LA Ethnicity Weight equal to 
one-fifth (1/5) of the weight for base sample LAs. The LA ethnicity weight compensates 
for the fact the HUs in the Hispanic LAs were sampled at a  higher rate when compared 
to the Non-Hispanic sample. This weight was assigned to all sample HUs and was 
calculated as the inverse of an LAs probability of selection.
Housing Unit Weight. The HU Weight was assigned to those HUs where one HU 
was listed in a dwelling, but more than one HU was found by the interviewer and not all 
HUs were interviewed. This weight is the inverse of the HUs probability of selection. 
Screening Weight
Because all selected households were not successfully screened, screening 
adjustments were calculated. Of the 6,097 sample HUs, 5781 were successfully 
screened, yielding a 94.8% screening rate. Screening weights were created by first 
weighting all households by the final sampling weight. Screening rates were then 
calculated separately within cells of a crosstabulation of LA ethnicity, region, and
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population size. This weight, which is equal to the inverse of the screening weight in 
a given cell, was allocated to respondents in their respective cells.
Eligibility Weight
Of the 5,781 successfully screened households, 2,163 contained at least one eligible 
respondent. An eligible respondent was an adult, either married or cohabitating with a 
person of the opposite sex. It was required that both partners live in the household half 
of the time or more. Half of the respondents were male and half were female. Hispanic 
LAs were oversampled to obtain the 800 Hispanic interviews required. For these LAs 
only Hispanic respondents were eligible. Both requirements were implemented at the 
housing unit screening stage through random designation on preprinted labels attached 
to the screening forms. One individual per household was randomly selected to be 
interviewed, and interviewers were not allowed to make substitutions. The eligibility 
weight compensates for households with more than one eligible couple. This weight is 
the inverse of a respondent’s probability of selection within the household.
Nonresponse Weight
Because completed interviews were not obtained from all eligible respondents, 
interview nonresponse adjustments were calculated. Of the 2,613 eligible individuals, 
1,970 responded. Adjustments were created by first weighting all eligible individuals by 
the product of the sampling weight, the screening weight, and the eligibility weight. 
Next, response rates were calculated separately within cells of a crosstabulation of LA 
ethnicity, region, and population size. The adjustment, which is equal to the inverse of
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the response rate in a given cell, was then allocated to respondents in their respective 
cells.
Post-stratification Weight
To calculate post-stratification weights, the distribution of respondents was 
weighted by the product of the sampling, screening, eligibility, and nonresponse weights. 
The sample and married population were then stratified by age, sex, and respondent 
race/ethnicity. Finally, post-stratification weights were calculated by dividing the 
population proportion in a stratum by the weighted sample proportion in that stratum. 
Final Weight
The final weight is the product of all the weights described above - sampling, 
screening, eligibility, nonresponse, and post-stratification. Final weights were scaled to 
sum to the sample size of 1,970 respondents (X=1.00, SD=.81, Minimum=.01, 
Maximum=6.02).
Human Subjects Review and Confidentiality
The NAFVS research instruments and protocols were examined by both the 
University of New Hampshire’s and Temple University’s Research Review Committee 
for the Protection of Human Subjects. The committees reviewed the NAFVS with 
respect to the rights and welfare o f the subjects involved, the appropriateness and 
adequacy of methods used to obtain informed consent, and the risk to the individual and 
potential benefits of the project.
To ensure confidentiality and privacy of the respondents, all coordinators and 
interviewers signed a Confidentiality Pledge stating that they would not divulge any
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information that identified a respondent. In addition, all respondent names, addresses, 
and any other identifying information were kept separate from the raw data. The 
questionnaire introduction that was read by the interviewers to the respondents stated, 
"Your answers will be held in strictest confidence, and we are protected from giving this 
information to anyone other than the director of the study by a Federal Confidentiality 
Certificate. No identifying information about you is connected to your answers. We will 
take every safeguard to protect your privacy. Your participation in this study is 
voluntary." (See Appendix for cover sheet read by interviewers).
Measures
Respondent Versus Couple Data. Consistent with previous national surveys on
family violence, only one member of each household was interviewed. This was done
to minimize the risk o f retaliatory violence to a woman if  her partner discovered that she
reported his assaults. Respondents were therefore asked to report information for both
themselves (Respondent Variable) and their partner (Partner Variable). In order to
calculate husband and wife versions of variables, the following transformation was
needed (Straus & Gelles, 1990):
If (Sex of Respondent= Male) Husband variable=  Respondent Variable 
If (Sex of Respondent=Male) Wife Variable= Partner Variable 
If (Sex of Respondent= Female) Husband Variable= Partner Variable 
If (Sex of Respondent= Female) Wife Variable=Respondent Variable
Ethnicity. The ethnicity of respondents and partners was assessed by the following
two questions: 1) "Which of these racial and ethnic groups do you (your partner)
consider yourself: Pacific Islander; Asian; Native American or Alaskan Native; White
but not Latino; Black but not Latino; Latino or Hispanic, or some other group?
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Respondents who perceived their ethnic identification as Latino or Hispanic were then 
asked, 2) "Which of these groups best describes your own (partner’s) ethnic 
identification: Puerto Rican, Mexican, Mexican American, Cuban, Cuban American, 
Dominican, Central American, South American, or some other group?" Respondents 
were thus allowed to classify themselves where they felt most comfortable. This self 
classification is important especially when looking at the distinction between Mexican and 
Mexican Americans.1 For this research, these two groups were not be combined. Figure
2-1 illustrates the different ethnic groups in this sample. The analyses for this research 
focused only on the three Hispanic groups with the largest Ns in this sample (Puerto 
Rican, Mexican, and Cuban American). The Mexican sample was then divided into two 
groups, Mexican and Mexican American, thus creating a fourth Hispanic group. 
Analyses making comparisons between Hispanic and Anglo Americans also only refers 
to the four main Hispanic groups for this sample.
Acculturation. Acculturation refers to the extent to which an immigrant group 
takes on the norms and behavior patterns of the host society (Gordon, 1964). To 
examine different facets of the concept of acculturation, several measures were used. 
One of the measures used to assess acculturation was comprised of four items adapted 
from Szapocznick, Scopetta, Kurtines, & Aranalde, (1978), and the National Health and 
Nutrition Examination Survey (National Center for Health Statistics, 1985). Each of the 
items asks the respondent to indicate language preference (Spanish vs. English) in several 
different situations. Possible responses included Spanish all the time, Spanish most of
42
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
the time, Spanish and English equally, English most of the time, or English all of the 
time. The items were combined into a summative scale ranging from 4 to 21. High 
scores indicate higher acculturation levels. Separate scales were calculated for husbands 
and wives. Although the validity of language preference as a way to measure cultural 
adoption may be questioned, language proficiency and preference have been shown to 
account for the largest proportion of variance in measures of acculturation (Domino, 
1992; Cuellar, Harris, & Jasso, 1980).
In addition to the above measure, each Hispanic respondent was also asked to 
indicate in which country they, their partner and both sets of parents were bom. A 
generational status variable was constructed from these responses. Individuals who were 
not bom in the United States were then asked what year they first came to this country. 
The availability of a generational status variable makes it possible to examine the 
relationships among spousal violence and length of time in the United States, and to 
assess any differences between Hispanic groups that may be a result of date of 
immigration (Portes & Stepick, 1993). The process of immigration may be particularly 
relevant for Cuban Americans who migrated to the United States in two major waves 
which were quite distinct.
Economic Instability/ Occupational Factors
Income. Respondents were also asked to estimate their total family income from 
all sources before taxes.
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Poverty. The measure used to assess poverty was based on an income-to-needs 
ratio of family economic status and was calculated by dividing household income by its 
corresponding poverty threshold specified by the U.S. Census Bureau (U.S. Bureau of 
the Census, 1992). The poverty threshold, which varies by family size, is based on the 
expenses considered necessary for minimally acceptable amounts of food and other 
necessities (Duncan and Rodgers, 1991).
Education. To measure educational attainment, respondents were asked the 
following question about themselves and their partner: What is the last year of school 
that you have completed? Possible responses included: No formal schooling, First 
through 7th, 8th grade, Some high school, GED, Completed high school, Completed 
vocational/technical school, Some college, Completed college, Post B.A. training, and 
Advanced degree. Interviewers were instructed to keep in mind that for Hispanic 
respondents, terms other than the ones provided may be used to describe educational 
achievement. If there was a question of what value to assign the respondents answer, 
interviewers were asked to record the total number of school years completed and the 
proper category was assigned at a later date.
Occupational Type. Occupational type was evaluated by asking respondents the 
following question: What (is/was) your (current/most recent) occupation or job title (for 
your main job)? Each respondent was also asked to answer the following questions for 
both themselves and their spouse or partner: "What sort of work (do/did) you do; that 
is what (are/were) your main duties", "In what type of business or industry (is/was) that; 
that is, what product (is/was) made or what service (is/was) offered?", and "When did
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you last work at this job?" Occupations were then classified into six categories, 
managerial and professional specialty, technical and sales, service, farming, precision 
production, and operator/laborer using the 1980 Alphabetical Index of Industries and 
Occupations (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1982). An additional variable was created 
which grouped the occupational categories into professional and non-professional 
occupations. Professional occupations consisted of managerial, professional specialty, 
technical, and sales related occupations. The remaining occupational categories were 
classified as non-professional.
Employment Status. Employment status was measured by several questions asking 
respondents to report on their current job situation and that of their spouse or partner. 
Family Relations
Family Power Structure. To assess the balance of power between couples 
respondents were asked to indicate who makes the final decisions in their household in 
matters such as buying a car, having children, where to live, what job to take, who will 
work, and food purchases (Blood & Wolfe, 1960). The answers to these questions were 
used to construct an index of marital power following the procedures suggested by Wolfe 
(1959) and Coleman and Straus (1986; 1990). This involved creating two indexes, the 
Decision Power Index, and the Shared Power Index.
The Decision Power Index was computed by scoring responses for each decision 
from 1 (Wife only) to 5 (Husband only) and summing these scores. The resulting index 
has a range of 6 to 30. This was then transformed into a 0-100 scale to indicate the
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percentage of the maximum score. Low scores indicated wife dominance in decision 
making and high scores indicated husband dominance.
Next, the Shared Power Index was computed. This index represents the number 
of decisions made equally by the husband and wife. The resulting index had a range of 
0 to 6. This scale was also transformed into a 0-100 percentage scale by dividing by the 
maximum score of six.
The next step was to cross-classify the Decision Power Index by the Shared Power 
Index. Couples with a score of 66 or more on the Shared Power Index (i.e. who shared 
two-thirds or more of the six decisions) were classified as having an egalitarian power 
structure. Couples who shared fewer decisions and had a score of less than 33 on the 
Decision Power Index were defined as having a female dominant relationship. Couples 
with a score of less than 65 on the Shared Power Index and more than 66 on the 
Decision Power Index were defined as male dominant. Couples with scores of less than 
65 on the Shared Power Index and between 34-65 on the Decision Power Index were 
classified as having divided-power relationships.
Family Structure. Other important aspects of family structure that have previously 
been found to be associated with violence were also included in the analyses. In 
particular, the effect of women working either as the primary or secondary breadwinner 
could upset the balance of power in relationship and increase the risk for spousal 
violence. Employment among Hispanic women who would otherwise remain in their 
traditional roles could also create conflict and role strain within the family unit. 
However, the economic marginality of many Hispanic American families may make it
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necessary to have two incomes. Therefore, female employment could be indicative of 
the economic vulnerability of the family (Vega, 1995; 10).
Violent Norms. To measure normative approval of spousal abuse, we used the 
following two questions "Are there situations that you can imagine in which you would 
approve of a husband slapping his wife’s face?" and "Are there situations that you can 
imagine in which you would approve of a wife slapping her husband’s face?" (Kaufman 
Kantor & Straus, 1987; Owens & Straus, 1975). These questions were first used in 1968 
in a survey conducted for the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of 
Violence (Owens & Straus, 1975).
Spousal Assault. Respondents were also asked a number of questions regarding 
both their victimization and perpetration of aggressive acts involving their spouse. The 
Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS), a widely used and accepted instrument, was used to assess 
family assaults (Straus, 1979; 1990a, 1990b). The CTS asks respondents to think of 
situations in the past year when they had a disagreement or were angry with their spouse 
or partner and to indicate how often they engaged in each of the acts included in the 
CTS. The violent acts included in the minor violence index include throwing an object 
at another, pushing, grabbing or slapping. The severe violence index is comprised of the 
following acts: kicking, hit, hit with fist, hit with object, beat-up, choked, threatened 
with a knife or gun, and used a knife or gun. It is important to note that these two 
violence measures are not mutually exclusive. For example, an individual who used 
minor violence against his/her partner may have also used severe violence. The use of
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the CTS (Straus, 1979; 1990a; 1990b) makes it possible to distinguish between varying 
levels of aggressive behavior ranging from minor to severe physical assaults.
Analyses
Descriptive Statistics for Ethnic Groups. In order to obtain descriptive statistics, 
T-tests, Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) and Crosstabulations were used. T-Tests and 
ANOVAs were used to evaluate the differences in mean scores o f the independent 
variables for each ethnic group. Crosstabulations were used to evaluate the differences 
in percentages in the independent variables for each ethnic group.
Bivariate Analyses of Partner Assault. Crosstabulations and Analyses of Variance 
(ANOVAs) were used in the analyses examining the associations between the independent 
variables and spousal violence. T-tests and Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) were used 
in analyses that contained both categorical and measurement variables to test differences 
between means.
Multivariate Analyses. Logistic Regression was used as the primary data analyses 
technique in the multivariate analyses. This technique was chosen over other linear 
regression models because the dependent variable, spousal violence, was dichotomized. 
Linear regression methods are not appropriate when the Y variable is dichotomous 
because the errors are not constant, and linear models may predict values greater than 
1 or less than 0 which are beyond the boundaries for probabilities (Hamilton, 1992).
Logistic regression is interpreted differently than linear models. In the linear 
regression equation (E[YJ =fl0 +  BiXj+ e) where E([Y] =  B0 =  when X =  0, with 
each 1-unit increase in X, the population mean of Y changes by Bj units. The logistic
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regression equation looks much different than the linear model (logj {(P)/(l-P)] =Cq +  
BjXji +  J^Xq +  ... .  +  BuXjj..!). This equation is interpreted as follows (Hamilton, 
1992):
B0: when Xt =  X2 =  0, the odds favoring Y = 1 are e80 (where e =  
2.71828 (the base number of natural logarithms)). The probability that Y 
=  1 is P =  1/(1 +  e'80).
V- Each 1-unit increase in X, multiplies the odds favoring Y =  1 by e&l if X2 
stays the same.
Therefore the logistic coefficient can be interpreted as the change in log odds associated 
with a 1-unit change in the independent variable. Talking about log odds, however, is 
not very practical. The equation, therefore, can be rewritten in terms of the odds of an 
even occurring (Prob (event)/Prob(no event) =  e80 + 61X1.... =  e^e81*1). e8*is the factor 
by which the odds change when the ith independent variable increases by one unit. If 
Bj is positive, this factor will be greater than one, which means that the odds are 
increased. If B; is negative, the factor will be less than one which means that the odds 
are decreased (Norusis, 1990).
Logistic regression analysis will be used to assess the extent to which each risk 
factor previously discussed is associated with spousal violence for Hispanic and Anglo 
respondents together and then for Hispanic groups. In analyses involving Hispanic 
groups dummy variables will used to represent particular groups (e.g. Puerto Rican vs. 
Other, Mexican vs. Other, Mexican American vs. Other, Cuban vs. Other).
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CHAPTER NOTES
1 The 1992 NAFVS also included information about a referent child in the family. Part 
of that information included the referent child’s first name. Mexican children were likely 
to have Spanish sounding names, whereas Mexican American children were likely to 
have more Anglo sounding names. This is another indication of the differences between 
Mexican and Mexican Americans and can be used as a proxy for acculturational 
differences.
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CHAPTER 3
FAMILY RELATIONS AND SPOUSAL VIOLENCE 
AMONG ANGLO AND HISPANIC AMERICANS
Researchers finding higher rates o f spousal violence among minority families have 
suggested that these differences may be due, in part, to distinct cultural values such as 
the approval or disapproval of using violence against a spouse, which these groups 
embrace. Differences in cultural values may also be reflected in variations in familialism 
and gender roles that, in turn, may affect family processes such as spousal violence. 
Among Hispanic Americans, for example, empirical evidence suggests that the family 
is of central concern, compared to the less familialistic culture of Anglo Americans 
(Perilla, Bakeman, & Norris, 1994; Vega, 1995). As a result Hispanic families are often 
characterized as social support systems (Sabogal, Marin, Otero-Sabogal, Marin, & Perez- 
Stable, 1987). On the one hand, this emphasis on the family may serve to reduce the 
risk for spousal assault because of support systems built into the structure of the family. 
On the other hand, this may actually increase the risk for spousal assault because 
individual members of the family may stay together in an attempt to preserve the family 
unit (Torres, 1987; Wyatt, 1994). Hispanic families have also been characterized as 
having male dominated power structures (Caroll, 1980; De la Cancela, 1986). Previous 
research has established that non-egalitarian power structures increase the risk for spousal 
violence (Straus, et al., 1980; Yllo & Straus, 1990). This chapter will examine the
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associations among family relation factors and spousal violence for a sample of Anglo 
and Hispanic Americans. Structural factors will be considered in the next chapter. 
Guiding this research are the following questions:
1. To what extent are cultural and family factors different among Anglo and 
Hispanic Americans and among Hispanic groups?
2. To what extent are cultural and family factors associated with minor and 
severe forms of spousal assault among Anglo and Hispanic Americans? 
among Hispanic groups?
3. What is the role of acculturation in spousal assault?
4. Do the relationships between cultural and family factors and spousal 
violence remain when other theoretically relevant variables are included in 
the analyses?
The debate surrounding the importance of cultural and family relation factors in 
the dynamics of spousal violence, particularly among Hispanic Americans, suggests the 
need for further investigation. The analyses presented in this chapter will address this 
issue by focusing on the relationships among cultural factors and spousal violence for a 
sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans.
Based on the literature, the following hypotheses were developed:
1. Households in which spousal violence is present will be larger than non­
violent households.
2. Spousal violence will be more likely to occur in male dominated 
households compared to households with other power structures.
3. Individuals who approve of slapping a spouse will be more likely to use 
physical violence against their spouse.
4. Among Hispanic Americans, more acculturated individuals will be more 
violent.
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Measures
In this chapter several variables were used to test the hypotheses. The cultural 
factors consist of the following: number of children (a continuous variable), number in 
household (a continuous variable), number of years couple has lived together (a 
continuous variable), husband’s and wife’s age (a continuous variable), family power 
structure (this variable is a categorical variable which was coded as a dummy variable 
(Male dominated fam ily= l, Other family power types=0) for the bivariate and 
multivariate analyses), and normative approval of violence (a dummy variable coded so 
that 1 =approve). In addition, four measures of acculturation were used in the analyses 
involving Hispanic Americans. The acculturation measures were as follows: country 
of birth (a dummy variable coded 1 =bom in the U.S.), generational status (a categorical 
variable 0=bom  outside the U .S., 1= first generation, 2 = second generation or greater), 
number o f years lived in the United States (a continuous variable), and English language 
preference (a continuous variable based on four questions regarding use and preference 
for English over Spanish).
Results
Differences in Cultural and Family Factors among Anglo and Hispanic Americans
Family Composition. Table 3-1 presents the characteristics o f the Anglo and 
Hispanic samples. The data in this table were weighted so that prevalence rates can be 
established. The information in the second column in Table 3-1 shows that Hispanic 
families with children have between two and three children, and an average of over three
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X # of Children 2.0 2.3 2 < .05
X # in Household 3.0 3.5 2  <.001
X # Years Lived Together 19.9 15.0 2 <.001
Husband Age in Years 47.1 41.0 2 <-001
Wife Age in Years 44.7 38.7 2 <.001
Family Power Structure1*
% Female Dominated 0.1 0.1 n.s.
% Egalitarian 48.3 50.4 n.s.
% Male Dominated 12.4 20.0 2 <  .05
% Divided 39.2 29.5 2 <-10
Normative Approval of Violence6
% Approve H Slap W 13.6 8.1 n.s.
%Approve W Slap H 28.0 18.0 2 <  .05
Spousal Violence6
%H-W Minor Violence 9.8 13.1 n.s.
%W-H Minor Violence 12.7 18.4 2 <  .10
%H-W Severe Violence 1.9 5.5 2 <-01
%W-H Severe Violence 5.7 6.9 n.s.
Note: 1 T-Tests were used for these analyses; b Crosstabulations were used for these 
analyses.
people in the household. Hispanic couples in this sample have been together for an 
average of fifteen years and Hispanic men are about three years older than Hispanic 
women. Compared to Anglo Americans, Hispanic Americans in this sample have 
significantly more children (t =  -1.87, df =  70.67) and larger families (t =  -3.34, df 
=  107.86). This is consistent with prior knowledge about Hispanic American families
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(Valdivieso & Davis, 1988). Hispanic American couples in this sample have lived 
together for a shorter period of time than Anglo couples (t =  3.13, df =  1,742), 
however, this could be due, in part, to their younger age.
Age. Both Hispanic and Anglo husbands average about three years older than 
their wives. Hispanic Americans, (both husbands and wives) however, were younger 
than Anglo Americans ( husbands, t =  3.81, df 1,741; wives t =  3.84, df =  1,738). 
This is consistent with recent Census data indicating that one of the unique features of 
this ethnic group is their youth (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1993).
Marital Power. As indicated by the results presented in Table 3-1 half of 
Hispanic families were classified as having an egalitarian power structure and less than 
one quarter were characterized by a male dominated structure. Almost one third were 
characterized by a divided power structure. Compared to Anglo families, Hispanic 
families were significantly more likely to be male dominated (x2 =  4.64, df =  1). At 
the same time, however, a greater percentage of Hispanic families compared to Anglo 
families were likely to be egalitarian, however the difference was not significant (x2 = 
.16, df =  1). This is inconsistent with the literature. Anglo families were more likely 
than Hispanic families to have a divided power structure (x2 =  3.54, df =  1). Very few 
of either Anglo or Hispanic American families were female dominated.
Normative Approval for Spousal Violence. Another cultural factor that has been 
associated with spousal violence is normative approval of such violence. The results in 
Table 3-1 show that among Anglo Americans 13% indicated approval of a husband 
slapping a wife and almost a third approved of a wife slapping a husband. Among
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Hispanic Americans, less than ten percent reported approval o f slapping a wife, and 
almost twenty percent approved of hitting by the wife. The data presented in Table 3-1 
show that Anglo Americans were over one and a half times more likely than Hispanic 
Americans to approve of a husband slapping a wife (x2 =  2.42, d f =1). In addition, 
Anglo Americans were more than one and a half times as likely as Hispanic Americans 
to approve of a wife slapping a husband (x2 =  4.73, df =  1). Based upon the direction 
of these differences, it is possible to hypothesize that Anglo Americans would have 
higher rates of spousal violence than would Hispanic Americans. The results, however, 
do not support this hypothesis.
Spousal Violence. An important part of this research is the incidence of spousal 
violence. The results presented in Table 3-1 indicate that Hispanic husbands, regardless 
of the severity level, were more likely to use violence against their wives relative to 
Anglos, however, the difference was significant only for severe husband to wife violence 
(x2 — 6.31, df =  1). Hispanic women were also more likely than Anglo women to use 
violence toward their husbands or partners. The differences, however, were not 
significant at the .05 level. It is interesting to note that rates of assaults against husbands 
exceed those of assaults on wives for both Anglo and Hispanic women in the sample. 
This is consistent with previous research finding higher rates of female perpetrated 
domestic violence (Straus, 1993). This finding, however, does not preclude the 
possibility that women may use violence as a means of self defense (Browne, 1987). 
Moreover, the physical differences between men and women result in different outcomes
57
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
as a consequence of this violence. Female perpetrated violence will be examined in more 
detail in Chapter 6.
Differences in Cultural and Family Factors among Hispanic Groups
Table 3-2 breaks down the Hispanic sample into the four main groups (Puerto 
Rican, Mexican, Mexican American, and Cuban). The information in this table 
demonstrates that not only are Hispanic Americans as a group different from Anglo 
Americans, but there are important group differences as well. These analyses were also 
weighted so that they may be interpreted as prevalence rates generalizable to the 
population of Hispanic Americans in the United States.
Family Composition. In terms of family composition, Puerto Rican families had 
between two and three children and an average household size of three, suggesting a 
nuclear family. Mexicans report the most number of children as well as the largest 
family size. In contrast, Cuban American families had the smallest average family size 
of the four Hispanic groups (F =  1.47, df 3). Household number included any other 
adults (individuals over age 18) that may have been living in the household in addition 
to the respondent and his or her spouse/partner. Larger households may provide a 
greater opportunity for social support which could buffer the effects of stresses such as 
those due to acculturation. Moreover, the presence of other persons could also deter 
spousal violence. On the other hand, large families could also be a source of economic 
stress, which could increase the risks for spousal violence.
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X # of Children 2.3 2.6 1.9 1.7 n.s.
X # in Household 3.1 4.0 3.2 2.6 £ < .0 5
X # Years Lived Together 17.6 14.6 12.0 21.2 n.s.
Husband Age in Years 46.3 39.1 36.8 52.2 £ < .0 5
Wife Age in Years 44.9 36.4 35.5 47.8 £<•05
Familv Power Structure1"
% Female Dominated 0.1 n.s.
% Egalitarian 44.2 58.4 35.1 66.4 n.s.
% Male Dominated 16.4 18.4 25.4 17.2 n.s.
% Divided 39.4 23.1 39.3 16.5 £ < .0 5
Normative Approval of Family Violence1
Approve H Slap W 18.8 7.7 5.4 2.1 n.s.
Approve W Slap H 26.1 9.0 32.5 6.9 £ < .0 5
Acculturation & Immigration
%H Bom in USb 23.6 4.6 84.4 7.2 £< .001
%W Bom in US 17.9 18.5 70.8 1.6 £< .001
H  Generational Status1"
%Bom Outside the US 76.4 95.1 14.2 92.8 £<•001
% First Generation 14.0 3.9 23.4 6.7 £ < .1 0
% Second Generation 9.6 1.0 62.4 0.5 £< .001
W Generational Status1"
%Bom Outside the US 82.1 80.9 24.1 98.4 £< .001
%First Generation 16.0 6.6 36.3 1.1 £ < .0 1
% Second Generation 1.9 12.4 39.6 0.5 £ < .0 1
H X Years in USA* 23.2 16.8 17.2 17.2 n.s.
W X Years in USA 19.4 12.3 17.1 17.1 n.s.
H Prefer English*-0 12.2 8.1 14.7 7.5 £< .001
W Prefer English 10.1 9.4 15.0 7.4 £< .001
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H-W Minor Violence 20.4 10.1 17.9 2.5 n.s.
W-H Minor Violence 31.2 13.0 15.6 26.3 n.s.
H-W Severe Violence 7.7 2.5 11.1 n.s.
W-H Severe Violence 4.8 8.2 9.1 n.s.
Note: * Analyses of Viriance (ANOVAj) were uied for these analyses; * crouubaktiotu were used for these iniyics;'  The two Hngliih Preference 
variables are scales, therefore the numbers m the table represent values falling in a range between 4-21.
Length of Relationship. Hispanic Americans were also very diverse with regard 
to their relationships as indicated by the data presented in Table 3-2. Puerto Rican 
couples have lived together for over 17 years. Mexican couples, on the other hand, have 
lived together an average o f 3 years less than Puerto Rican couples. Mexican American 
couples reported the shortest relationships averaging only 12 years together. Cuban 
American couples have lived together the longest of the groups, most likely a function 
of their older age (F =  3.38, df =  3).
Aee. Although Hispanic Americans in this sample were, as a group, younger than 
Anglo Americans, there was a great deal of diversity within the Hispanic American 
population. Cuban Americans, for example, were an average of 10 years older than the 
other three groups as well as the Anglo American sample. Mexican Americans were the 
youngest of the four Hispanic groups. Hispanic men, regardless of particular group,
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were older than Hispanic women (husbands, F = 3.58, df =  3; wives F =  3.32, df =  
3).
Marital Power. Among Hispanic families in this sample, female dominated 
households were rare. In fact, they were only present in Mexican American families. 
The notion of a very traditional (i.e. patriarchal) Hispanic family may be somewhat 
misleading. For example, more than half of Mexican families reported an egalitarian 
power structure, while almost half of Puerto Rican families and two-thirds of Cuban 
families reported such a power structure. Just over one third of Mexican American 
families reported an egalitarian power structure (x2 =  4.99, df =  3). A large percentage 
of Hispanic families also reported a male dominated power structure. For example, over 
one third of Mexican American families reported a male dominated power structure. 
Cuban families were least likely to be male dominated (x2 =  3.67, df =  3).
Normative Approval o f Spousal Violence. The results presented in Table 3-2 
indicated that Hispanic Americans in this sample also had diverse attitudes with regard 
to the use of violence against a spouse. Puerto Ricans were most likely to approve of 
a husband slapping a wife, while Cuban Americans were least likely to approve of 
violence by the husband (x2 =  3.13, df =  3). Almost one third of Mexican Americans 
condoned the use of violence by a wife compared to less than ten percent of Cuban 
Americans (x2 =  8.12, df =  3).
Acculturation and Immigration
Country of Birth. A number of cultural factors were only relevant for Hispanic 
Americans in this sample and were designed to assess such things as acculturation and
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immigration status. Table 3-2 also presents the results of the analyses of these cultural 
factors. It is apparent that a majority of Mexican Americans husbands were bom in the 
mainland United States compared to only a small number of Mexicans and Cubans1 (x2 
=  57.48, df =  3). A similar pattern is apparent when looking at Hispanic wives (x2 =  
26.78, d f =  3). In fact, most Hispanic individuals in this sample, with the exception of 
Mexican Americans, were bom outside the U.S..
Generational Status. Almost two thirds of Mexican American husbands were 
second generation or greater compared to less than ten percent for all other Hispanic 
groups (x2 =  45.13, df =3). For the purposes of this research, second generation 
individuals were people whose parents as well as themselves were bom in this country. 
In contrast, first generation individuals were people whose parents were not bom in this 
country, however, they themselves were. Mexican Americans also had the highest 
percent of first generation American bom individuals (x2 =  6.85, df =  3). Mexican 
American wives were also significantly more likely than other Hispanic women to be first 
or second generation American bom.
Length of Time in the United States. Length of time lived in the host country was 
used as another measure of acculturation. For Hispanic Americans, the host country was 
America. Puerto Rican Americans, both husbands and wives, reported living in the 
United States the longest. Puerto Rican husbands bom outside the mainland lived in the 
United States an average of six years longer than other Hispanic American husbands (F 
=  .76, df =  3). Puerto Rican wives lived in the U.S. an average of two years longer 
than other Hispanic wives (F =  1.28, df =  3). It is also interesting to note that
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husbands have been in the United States longer than their wives. This could be 
indicative of a particular immigration pattern in which husbands came to the U.S. first 
to find employment and then sent for their wives and families.
Language Preference. The third measure of acculturation used in the analyses was 
an English language preference scale. The data presented in this section of Table 3-2 
indicate that Mexican American husbands and wives were the most acculturated of the 
four Hispanic groups according to language preference. Cuban American husbands and 
wives were the least acculturated. The four Hispanic groups were significantly different 
from each other with regard to language preference (husbands F =  19.70, df =  3; wives 
F =  13.07, df =  3).
Spousal Violence. Puerto Rican husbands were more likely than other Hispanic 
husbands to use minor violence against their wives, although the Mexican American rate 
is not far behind. Cuban American husbands reported the least amount of minor 
violence. In fact, Puerto Rican husbands were almost 10 times more likely to use minor 
violence against their wives than Cuban husbands (x2 =  2.71, df =  3). Puerto Rican 
wives also exhibited the highest rates of minor violence, even higher than Puerto Rican 
husbands (x2 =  3.42, df =  3). What is interesting is that the rate of minor assaults 
against husbands reported by Cuban American wives was more than ten times greater 
than the rate of minor wife assaults. Mexican and Mexican Americans reported rates of 
minor violence against husbands that were half as much as Puerto Rican and Cuban 
Americans.
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The data presented in Table 3-2 show that Mexican American husbands were more 
likely to use severe violence against their spouse than were other Hispanic husbands, 
however, the difference was not significant (x2 =  3.28, df =  3). Mexican American 
wives were also extremely violent towards their husbands. In fact their rate of severe 
violence was double that of Puerto Rican wivesCx2 =  1.47, df =  3). Cuban Americans 
reported no instances of either husband or wife beating.
It is interesting to note that violence approval coincides with actual rates of 
violence among this sample of Hispanic Americans. Puerto Ricans and Mexican 
Americans were most likely to condone the use of violence against intimate partners and 
at the same time had the highest rates of spousal assaults. Moreover, Cuban Americans 
were least likely to approve of using violence against a spouse and reported the lowest 
rates of minor husband to wife violence. This pattern was not apparent when we simply 
considered Hispanic Americans as one homogeneous group compared to Anglo 
Americans.
Associations among Family Related Factors and Spousal Violence 
Anglo and Hispanic Sample
The analyses presented in Table 3-3 look at the relationship between each of the 
husband to wife violence measures and cultural factors for Anglo and Hispanic 
Americans. Analyses o f variance (ANOVAs) were used to examine the relationships 
among the dependent variable (violence) and the independent variables. Although the 
dependent variable in these analyses was categorical, ANOVA is an appropriate analysis 
technique (Tabachnick & Fidell, 1989). The numbers in Table 3-3 therefore, are
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percentages. In addition to evaluating the individual effects o f ethnic group and 
structural factors, these analyses also made it possible to test the interactive effects of 
ethnicity and structural factors. In other words, it was possible to examine whether the 
relationship between structural factors and spousal violence was different among Anglos 
than among Hispanic Americans. The analyses presented in this and all other tables in 
this chapter were unweighted as I was concerned with examining relationships rather than 
establishing prevalence rates.
Table 3-3. Associations among cultural factors and husband to wife violence for Anglo 
and Hispanic Americans (N=1768)











1-3 People 10.0% 12.0.%f 2.0% 4.0%
4 +  People 11.0 16.0 2.0 4.0
Relationship Length
1-1.9 Years 21.0 25.0*** 6.0 6.0***
2-4.9 Years 20.0 24.0 4.0 6.0
5-14.9 Years 14.0 18.0 4.0 6.0
15+ Years 5.0 6.0 1.0 2.0
Husband Age
15-29 22.0 26.0“ * 6.0 7.0*“
30-39 14.0 22.0 3.0 7.0
40-49 9.0 9.0 1.0 3.0
50+ 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0
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Table 3-3 Continued.










15-29 22.0 26.0*** 6.0 8.0"*
30-39 13.0 18.0 2.0 4.0
40-49 8.0 6.0 1.0 3.0
504- 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0
Male Dorn Family 10.0 20.0 2.0 8.0
Other 10.0 12.0 2.0 3.0
Approve H Slap W
Yes 15.0 28.0 6.0 13.0
No 9.0 12.0 2.0 3.0
Approve W Slap H
Yes 16.0 27.0 5.0 11.0
No 8.0 11.0 1.0 3.0
Sex of Respondent
Male 10.0 15.0 1.0 5.0
Female 11.0 12.0 3.0 3.0
* Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses 
*p < .10; *p <  .05; " p  <  .01; "*p  <  .001
Family Structure and Spousal Assault. The data displayed in the first row o f Table
3-3 look at factors related to family structure. It was hypothesized that large households 
would create economic stress that could lead to an increased risk for wife assaults. To 
examine this relationship a 2 (Household number: 1-3 people vs. 4 or more people) by 
2 (Ethnic group: Anglo vs. Hispanic) ANOVA on spousal violence was performed. The 
first column in Table 3-3 looks at minor wife assaults. There were significant main
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effects for both household size (d f= l, F = 2.907, £=.088) and ethnicity (df=  1, F=4.29, 
£=.039), however, the interaction of ethnicity and household size was not significant 
(df= 1, F =  1.461, £ =  .227). Among both Anglo and Hispanic American families, larger 
households were associated with increased rates of minor wife assault. In addition, rates 
of minor wife assault were higher in Hispanic families compared to Anglo families.
The results of the analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence and 
household size are presented in the second column of the first row of Table 3-3. There 
were significant main effects for ethnicity (df =  1, F=4.844, £=.028), but not for 
household size (df =  1, F =.531, £=.466). Rates of severe husband to wife violence were 
higher among Hispanic Americans, but did not vary according to the number of people 
in the household.
Length of Relationship and Husband to Wife Violence. The next row of Table 3-3 
presents data looking at the association between relationship length and wife assaults for 
each ethnic group. To examine this relationship a 4 (Relationship length: 1-1.9 years,
2-4.9 years, 5-14.9 years, 15 years or longer) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. 
For the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, there were significant main effects 
for both relationship length (df=3, F=25.680, £ <  .001) and ethnicity (df =  1, F=3.268, 
g=.071), however the interaction was not significant (d f= l,  F= .236, £=.871). 
Similarly, for the analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence there were 
significant main effects for relationship length (df=3, F=6.609, gC.001) and ethnicity 
(d f= l, F=4.137, £=.042) but not for the interaction (d f= l, F= .295, £=.829). 
Regardless of ethnic group, rates of minor and severe assaults on wives decreased with
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longer relationships. However, husband to wife violence was higher among Hispanic 
Americans than among Anglo Americans. The relationship between relationship length 
and spousal violence, however, is most likely a result of the association between 
relationship length and age i.e., younger individuals are usually in shorter relationships.
Age and Wife Assaults. Another risk factor for wife assaults was age. To 
investigate this relationship, 4 (age: 15-29, 30-39, 40-49, 50 years and older) by 2 
(Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed. The results are presented in the third column of 
Table 3-3. For the analyses looking at minor wife assaults, there was a significant main 
effect for husband’s age (df=3, F = 3 1.008, p <  .001) and a significant interaction (df=3, 
F=2.348, p=.071). Youth was associated with increased rates of violence for both 
Hispanic and Anglo Americans. Among Anglo Americans, rates of minor violence 
consistently dropped with husband’s age, however, among Hispanic Americans, violence 
rates remained high until after age 40. There was also a significant main effect for 
wife’s age (df=3, F=31.689, p c .0 0 1 ).
For the analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence, there were significant 
main effects for both husband’s age (df=3, F=9.757, pc.O O l) and ethnicity (d f= l, 
F=3.681, p=.055), but not for the interaction (df=3, F= .948, g=.417). Youth was 
associated with increased rates of violence for both Anglo and Hispanic husbands, 
however, violence rates were higher among Hispanic Americans. There was also a 
significant main effect for wife’s age (df=3, F = 10.99, pC.001).
Marital Power and Spousal Assaults. The data presented in the next row of Table
3-3 looks at family power structure. For these analyses a series of 2 (family power
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structure: male dominated vs. other) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed. For 
the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives there were significant main effects for 
both male dominated family (df =  1, F=2.917, g=.088) and ethnicity (d f= l, F=4.440, 
g=.035), as well as the interaction (d = 1, F=3.531, g= .060). Similarly, for the 
analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence, there were significant main effects 
for male dominated family (d f= l, F=3.545, g=.060) and ethnicity (d f= l, F=4.847, 
p=.028) and for the interaction term (d f= l, £=5.595, p=.018). Rates of minor and 
severe violence against wives were greater among Hispanic American families. In 
addition, among Hispanic American families, rates of minor wife assaults were almost 
twice as likely to occur among male dominated families.
Normative Approval of Violence and Husband to Wife Violence. Violence 
legitimation also proved to be a significant risk factor for husband assaults, regardless 
of severity or ethnicity. A series of 2 (Approve of slapping partner: yes vs. no) by 2 
(Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed to examine these relationships. The analysis 
looking at minor assaults on wives indicated that there were significant main effects for 
both approval of a husband using violence (d f= l, F=14.009, gC.OOl) and ethnicity 
(d f= l, F=6.220, g=.013) as well as for the interaction (d f= l, F=4.279, g=.039). 
Similarly, for the analyses looking at severe violence, there were significant main effects 
for violence approval (df—1, F=26.423, g< .001) and ethnicity (d f= l, F=6.360, 
g=.012) as well as for the interaction (d f= l, F=5.110, g= .024). Regardless of 
ethnicity, approval of a husband slapping a wife was associated with increased rates of
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husband to wife violence, however, the difference was larger for Hispanic families than 
it was for Anglo families.
Approval of a wife slapping a husband was also examined using the same type of 
analyses. For the analysis looking at minor wife assaults there were significant main 
effects for violence approval (d f= l, F=34.712, p <  .001) and ethnicity (d f= l, F=9.833, 
p=.002) and also the interaction (d f= l, F=4.209, g=.040). Similarly, for the analysis 
looking at severe husband to wife violence there were significant main effects for 
violence approval (df=  1, F=24.889, p <  .001) and ethnicity (df=  1, F=8.577, p=.003) 
as well as the interaction (d f= l, F =4.962, p= .026). Violence approval was associated 
with increased rates of both minor and severe husband to wife violence for both Anglo 
and Hispanic Americans. However, the difference was greater for Hispanic Americans.
Gender and Reports of Spousal Violence. In order to examine the possibility of 
a gender effect in reporting spousal violence, I looked at minor and severe violence rates 
separately for males and females for both Anglo and Hispanic Americans. For these 
analyses a series of 2 (sex of respondent: Male vs. Female) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs 
were performed. The results of the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives indicated 
that there was a significant main effect for ethnicity (d f= l, F=5.411, j>=.020), but not 
for sex of respondent. Both male and female Hispanic Americans were more likely than 
male and female Anglo Americans to report incidents of minor assaults on wives. For 
the analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence, there was a significant main 
effect for ethnicity (df =  1, F = .5.416, g=.020) and a significant interaction (d f= l, 
F=4.736, p=.030).
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The Role of Acculturation in Spousal Violence
Table 3-4 displays the results of analyses using variables that represent different 
aspects of acculturation. As such, the analyses were performed on Hispanic Americans 
only. Again Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) were used to examine the relationships 
among acculturation, ethnicity, and spousal violence.
Country of Birth. The first two columns of Table 3-4 present the results of 
analyses looking at the association between country of birth and spousal violence. For 
these analyses 2 (Violence: present vs. absent) by 2 (Bom in the U.S.: yes. vs. no) 
ANOVAs were conducted. For the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, there 
was a significant main effect of husband’s country of birth (d f= l, F =12.328, p < .001). 
Hispanic American husbands bom in the United States were almost twice as likely to 
engage in minor violence compared to those bom outside the mainland. There was no 
significant effect of husband’s country of birth on rates of severe husband to wife 
violence.
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Table 3-4. Associations between Acculturation and Husband to Wife Violence among Hispanic 
Americans (N=743)2
% Minor Violence % Severe Viol
H Bom in U.S.
Yes 21.0*** 5.0
No 11.0 4.0




Bom outside U.S. 11.0*** 4.0
First generation 18.0 4.0
Second generation 23.0 5.0
W Generational Status
Bom outside U.S. 11.0 3.0
First generation 17.0 4.0
Second generation 21.0 5.0
H Years in U.S.b
0-2 Years 4.0** 4.0
3-9 Years 18.0 7.0
10-15 Years 16.0 4.0
16+ Years 8.0 3.0
W Years in U.S.b
0-2 Years 8.0* 3.0
3-9 Years 17.0 5.0
10-15 Years 14.0 4.0







* Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses;b Note: Applies only to individuals born outside 
the U.S.
t p < .10; * p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001
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The effect of a wife’s country of birth on her risk for victimization was also 
examined. For the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, there was a significant 
main effect for wife’s country of birth (d f= l, F=9.819, p= .002). American bom 
Hispanic wives were almost twice as likely to be victims of minor assaults by their 
husbands. There were no significant effects on severe husband to wife violence for 
wife’s country of birth.
Generational Status. The next section of the table allows for a closer examination 
of the influence of country of birth by breaking it down into different generations. For 
these analyses a series of 2 (Violence) by 3 (Generational status: bom outside the U.S., 
first generation, second generation) ANOVAs were performed. There was a significant 
main effect for husband’s generational status on minor (df=2, F=6.710, p.001) but not 
severe (df=2, F=.113, g=.893) husband to wife violence. Rates of minor assaults on 
wives are larger with each successive generation, with the highest rates found among 
second generation individuals. In fact, minor wife assaults are twice as likely to occur 
among second generation American bom Hispanic Americans than among those bom 
outside the U.S
Wife’s generational status was also examined as a possible risk factor for her 
victimization. There was a significant main effect for wife’s generational status for 
minor (df=2, F=5.592, p=.004), but not severe husband to wife violence.
Length of Time in the United States. Amount of time spent in the host country 
can be used as another measure of acculturation. Consequently, I looked at the number 
of years immigrants have been living in the U.S.. For these analyses 2 (Violence) by
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4 (Years spent living in the U.S.: 0-2, 3-9, 10-15, 16 or more) ANOVAs were 
performed. For the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives there was a significant 
main effect of number of years lived on the mainland (df=3, F =4.034, p=.007). The 
highest rates of minor assaults on wives were found among husbands who had lived in 
this country between three and fifteen years. There were no significant effects of 
husband’s time spent living on the mainland on severe husband to wife violence.
The amount of time spent living in the United States by the wife was also 
considered. There was a significant main effect of wife’s time lived on the mainland 
on minor (df=3, F=2.732, g=.043) but not severe husband to wife violence.
Language, Preference. The final measure of acculturation was based on a four item 
scale representing preference and use of English in a variety of situations. Individuals 
who chose to speak English in more situations were considered to be more acculturated. 
For these analyses 2 (Violence) by 2 (English Preference: High vs. Low) ANOVAs were 
conducted. There was a significant main effect of husband’s preference for English over 
Spanish on minor (df =  1, F=7.038, p= .008) but not severe violence. Rates of minor 
assaults on wives were higher among Hispanic husbands who preferred to speak English. 
Analyses were also conducted to examine the associations between wife’s language 
preference and her risk for victimization. Similar to the analyses looking at husband’s 
language preference, there was a significant main effect of wife’s language preference 
on minor wife assaults (df =  1, F =  12.534, p <  .001), but not for severe husband to wife 
violence.
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Husband to Wife Minor Violence Among Hispanic Groups
The analyses presented in Table 3-5 look at the relationship between family and 
cultural factors and minor wife assaults separately for each of the four main Hispanic 
groups (Puerto Rican, Mexican, Mexican American, and Cuban).












% Minor Husband to Wife Violence
Familv Structure 
Household Number
1-3 17.0 15.0 16.0 1.0
4+ 22.0 15.0 19.0 9.0
Relationship Length (Years)
1-1.9 Years 29.0 27.0 25.0 14.0"
2-4.9 Years 40.0 21.0 31.0 7.0
5-14.9 Years 32.0 19.0 16.0 0.0
15+ Years 2.0 7.0 13.0 1.0
H Age
15-29 43.0 22.0 23.0 29.0*"
30-39 38.0 21.0 26.0 0.0
40-49 4.0 6.0 17.0 5.0
50+ 3.0 6.0 6.0 0.0
W Age
15-29 37.0 27.0 21.0 18.0*"
30-39 40.0 13.0 24.0 4.0
40-49 9.0 5.0 9.0 0.0
50+ 0.0 6.0 6.0 0.0
Marital Power
Male Dom Family 25.0 27.0 17.0 5.0
Other 17.0 13.0 17.0 2.0
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% Minor Husband 
Normative Approval of Violence
to Wife Violence
Approve H Slap W
Yes 40.0 25.0 29.0 0.0
No 16.0 14.0 15.0 2.0
Approve W Slap H
Yes 52.0 27.0 18.0 15.0
No 11.0 13.0 16.0 0.0
Sex of Respondent
Male 18.0 17.0 20.0 3.0
Female 20.0 13.0 14.0 1.0
Acculturation 
H Born in U.S.
Yes 33.0 22.0 19.0 20.0
No 15.0 15.0 7.0 2.0
W Bom in U.S.
Yes 30.0 16.0 21.0 0.0
No 14.0 15.0 10.0 2.0
H Generational Status
Bom Outside U.S. 15.0 15.0 8.0 2.0
First Generation 33.0 30.0 7.0 25.0
Second Generation 33.0 12.0 24.0 0.0
W Generational Status
Bom Outside U.S. 14.0 14.0 10.0 2.0
First Generation 33.0 21.0 7.0 0.0
Second Generation 0.0 12.0 26.0 0.0
H Years in U.S.b
0-2 0.0 8.0 0.0 0.0“
3-9 14.0 22.0 0.0 0.0
10-15 50.0 16.0 67.0 5.0
16+ 12.0 10.0 0.0 0.0
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% Minor Husband to Wife Violence
W Years in U.S.b
0-2 33.0 11.0 0.0 0.0f
3-9 25.0 19.0 17.0 0.0
10-15 23.0 15.0 33.0 6.0
16+ 8.0 12.0 6.0 1.0
H English Preference
Low 15.0 15.0 13.0 2.0
High 26.0 14.0 21.0 0.0
W English Preference
Low 16.0 15.0 9.0 2.0“
High 32.0 13.0 25.0 14.0
* Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses, * Note: Applies only to individuals bom outside the U.S. 
f p <  .10; * p < .05; “  p < .01; ~  p < .001
Family Structure and Minor Wife Assaults. The first section of Table 3-5 presents 
the results of the analyses looking at variables related to family structure. For this 
analyses a 2 (Household number) by 4 (Ethnicity: Puerto Rican, Mexican, Mexican 
American, Cuban) was performed. There was a significant main effect for ethnicity 
(df=3, F=5.855, g=.001), but not for household size on minor assaults on wives. The 
interaction was not statistically significant.
Relationship Length and Spousal Violence. The relationships among ethnicity, 
relationship length, and spousal violence were also examined. The results are displayed 
in the second row of Table 4-5. These analyses consisted of 4 (Relationship Length) by 
4 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs. There were significant main effects for both relationship length 
(df=3, F=9.645, g <  .001) and ethnicity (df=3, £=4.902, g= .002), however, the
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interaction was not significant. Higher rates of minor assaults on wives were associated 
with shorter relationships for each of the Hispanic groups.
Age and Spousal Violence. The analyses looking at the relationships among 
ethnicity, age, and minor wife assaults consisted of 4 (Age) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs. 
There were significant main effects of husband’s age (df=3, F = 15.698, p <  .001) and 
ethnicity (df=3, F=3.425, p=.017), as well as the interaction (df=9, F=1.880, 
j>= .052) on minor wife assaults. Similarly, there were significant main effects for wife’s 
age (df=3, F = 16.024, p< .001) and ethnicity (df=3, F=3.858, g=.009) and the 
interaction (df=9, F =  1.799, p= .065). Violent couples averaged anywhere from 6 to 
25 years younger than their non-violent counterparts. This factor may be responsible for 
the effects of relationship length on violence as the two variables are highly correlated.
Marital Power. To examine the relationships among ethnicity, marital power, and 
minor wife assaults a 2 (Marital Power) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. There 
were significant main effects for both marital power (d f= l, F=5.452, p< .020) and 
ethnicity (df=3, F = 6 .142, p <  .001), however, the interaction was not significant. With 
the exception of Mexican Americans, rates of minor wife assaults were higher in male 
dominated families.
Normative Approval of Spousal Violence. The relationships among ethnicity, 
violence approval, and minor assaults on wives was also examined. This analysis 
consisted of a 2 (Violence Approval) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA. There were significant 
main effects for both approval of a husband slapping a wife (df =  1, F = 10.094, j>=.002) 
and ethnicity (df=3, F=5.702, p=.001), but not for the interaction. With the exception
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of Cuban Americans, higher rates of minor wife assaults were associated with approval 
of a husband slapping his wife.
The relationships among ethnicity, approval o f  a wife slapping a husband, and 
minor wife assaults were also examined. Similar to the previous analysis, there were 
significant main effects for both violence approval (d f= l, F=19.195, pC.OOl) and 
ethnicity (df=3, F=5.792, p=.001). In addition the interaction was also significant 
(df=3, F=5.121, p=.002). Higher rates of minor wife assaults were associated with 
approval of a wife slapping her husband. However, there are differences among the 
groups. Among Puerto Ricans rates of minor wife assault were almost 5 times greater 
among those who approved of a wife slapping her husband, whereas among Mexican 
Americans the difference was much smaller.
Gender Differences in Reports of Minor Spousal Violence. The last row of the first 
page of Table 3-5 presents the results of a 2 (Sex of respondent) by 4 (Ethnicity) 
ANOVA. There were significant main effects for ethnicity only (df=3, F=6.780, 
p c .0 0 1 ).
The Role o f Acculturation in Spousal Violence among Hispanic Groups
Country of Birth and Spousal Violence. The next section of Table 3-5 presents the 
results o f analyses looking at the association between different measures of acculturation 
and minor wife assaults. The first two rows examine the relationships among ethnicity, 
country o f birth, and spousal violence. For these analyses, 2 (Bom in the U.S.) by 4 
(Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed. There were significant main effects for husband’s 
both country of birth (d f= l, F=9.670, g=.002) and ethnicity (df=3, F=5.889,
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£=.001). Higher rates of minor assaults on wives were associated with husbands being 
bom in the United States, however, there were differences across categories of ethnicity. 
Similarly, there were significant main effects for both wife’s country o f birth (d f= l, 
F=3.901, £=.049) and ethnicity (df=3, F=4.403, £=.004).
Generational Status and Spousal Violence. The influence of country of birth was 
examined more closely by analyses which considered differences among first and second 
generation American bom Hispanic individuals. For these analyses, 3 (Generational 
status) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed. There were significant main effects 
for both generational status (df=2, F=5.638, £=.004) and ethnicity (df=3, F=6.176, 
£< .001) These analyses do not show the same linear pattern as with Hispanic 
Americans as a group. For Puerto Rican families, the biggest difference in minor 
violence rates was between husbands bom outside the U.S. and those bom in the U.S. 
In contrast, among Mexican families, first generation individuals were more likely to be 
violent toward their spouse suggesting some type of acculturational stress that increases 
the risk for spousal assaults. Among Mexican Americans the highest rates of minor 
assaults on wives occurred among second generation husbands. Higher rates of minor 
violence occur among U.S. bom Cuban American husbands.
Wife’s generational status was also examined. The results o f the analyses show that 
similar to the previous analyses, there were significant main effects for wife’s 
generational status (df=2, F=2.434, £=.088) and ethnicity (df=3, F =4.365, £=.005). 
In addition, the interaction was also significant (df=6, F=2.318, £= .032).
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Length of Time in the United States. The association between length o f time spent 
in the United States and violence was examined for Hispanic immigrants. For these 
analyses 4 (Years lived in the U.S.) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed. There 
were significant main effects for husband’s time spent living in the U.S. (df=3, 
F = 4 .190, £=.006) and ethnicity (df=3, F = 6 .192, £ <  .001) and for the interaction term 
(df=8, F=2.490, £= .012). For example, among Puerto Ricans and Mexican 
Americans, the highest rates of violence were found among those who had lived in the 
United States between 10 and 15 years. There were also significant main effects of 
wife’s time spent living in the U.S. (df=3, F=2.076, £= .10) and ethnicity (df=3, 
F=4.133, £=.007)
Language Preference and Spousal Violence. The last indicator of acculturation was 
the language preference scale. To examine the relationships among ethnicity, language 
preference, and minor wife assaults a series of 2 (English Preference) by 4 (Ethnicity) 
ANOVAs were performed. There were significant main effects for husband’s ethnicity 
(df=3, F=5.245, £=.001), but not for his language preference on minor wife assaults. 
There were, however, significant main effects for wife’s English preference (df=3, 
F=8.132, £=.004), as well as her ethnicity (df=3, F=5.320, £= .001). Wives who 
preferred to speak English over Spanish were more likely to be victims of minor assaults 
by their husbands.
Severe Husband to Wife Violence Among Hispanic Groups
The data presented in Table 3-6 look at the relationship between cultural factors and 
severe wife assaults separately for each Hispanic group. There were no reported
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incidences of severe wife assaults among Cuban American families. These analyses 
follow the same procedures as those presented previously for minor assaults on wives.
Family Structure. The results presented in the first part of Table 3-6 looks at 
factors related to family structure and severe wife assaults. There were no significant 
main effects for this analyses, however, there is a trend for higher rates of severe 
husband to wife violence to be associated with larger families for Puerto Rican and 
Mexican American families.
82
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.












1-3 5.0 6.0 4.0
4+ 7.0 4.0 6.0
Relationship Length (Years)
1-1.9 Years 7.0 5.0 12.0
2-4.9 Years 10.0 9.0 4.0
5-14.9 Years 9.0 6.0 5.0
15+ Years 2.0 2.0 4.0
H Age
15-29 10.0 6.0 8.0*
30-39 12.0 7.0 8.0
40-49 0.0 3.0 5.0
50+ 3.0 1.0 0.0
W Age
15-29 5.0 8.0 13.0**
30-39 12.0 5.0 0.0
40-49 6.0 2.0 3.0
50+ 0.0 2.0 0.0
Familv Power Structure
Male Dom Family 12.0 12.0 3.0
Other 5.0 3.0 4.0
Normative Approval of Violence 
Approve H Slap W
Yes 20.0 12.0 12.0
No 3.0 4.0 3.0
Approve W Slap H
Yes 19.0 12.0 8.0
No 2.0 4.0 3.0
Sex of Respondent
Male 8.0 5.0 7.0
Female 4.0 5.0 2.0
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H Born in U.S.
Yes 8.0 0.0 5.0
No 5.0 5.0 4.0
W Bom in U.S.
Yes 5.0 5.0 5.0
No 5.0 5.0 4.0
H Generational Status
Bom Outside U.S. 5.0 6.0 4.0
First Generation 6.0 0.0 5.0
Second Generation 17.0 0.0 5.0
W Generational Status
Bom Outside U.S. 5.0 5.0 2.0
First Generation 6.0 4.0 4.0
Second Generation 0.0 5.0 6.0
H Years in U.S.b
0-2 0.0 8.0 0.0
3-9 0.0 9.0 0.0
10-15 12.0 4.0 33.0
16+ 5.0 3.0 0.0
W Years in U.S.b
0-2 0.0 6.0 0.0
3-9 0.0 7.0 0.0
10=15 0.0 6.0 17.0
16+ 6.0 3.0 3.0
H English Preference
Low 4.0 5.0 5.0
High 9.0 7.0 4.0
W English Preference
Low 5.0 5.0 3.0
High 11.0 5.0 6.0
* Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses, * Note: Applies to individuals bom outside the U.S. only.
* p <  .10; ’ p < .05; “  p < .01; p < .001
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Length of Relationship. The data presented in the second row of Table 3-6 looks 
at the relationships among ethnicity, relationship length, and severe husband to wife 
violence. There were no significant main effects for this analyses. However, there is 
a trend for violent relationships to be shorter in length.
Age. The relationships among ethnicity, age, and severe violence against wives 
were also examined. There were significant main effects for both husband’s (df=3, 
F=3.402, p=.018) and wife’s (df=3, F=3.879, p=.009) age. It is apparent from the 
data in the table that for each of the Hispanic groups, higher rates of severe violence 
were associated with youth.
Marital Power. Analyses were also performed to examine the relationships among 
ethnicity, family power structure, and severe wife assaults. There was a significant main 
effect o f family power structure on severe husband to wife violence (d f= l, F =6.401, 
p=.012). With the exception of Mexican American families, higher rates of severe 
wife assaults were associated with male dominated families.
Normative Approval of Spousal Violence. The relationships among ethnicity, 
normative approval of violence, and severe husband to wife violence was also examined. 
There were significant main effects for approval of a husband slapping a wife on severe 
wife assaults (df =  1, F =  13.449, p <  .001). There were also significant main effects for 
approval of a wife slapping a husband (d f= l, F=14.202, p <  .001). Regardless of 
ethnicity, higher rates of severe husband to wife violence were associated with violence 
approval. In fact, among Puerto Rican Americans, rates o f severe violence were more
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than 6 times greater among those who approved of a husband slapping his wife and 8 
times greater among those who approved of a wife slapping a husband.
Gender differences in Reports o f Severe Spousal Violence. I next looked at gender 
differences in reports of severe husband to wife violence and found that although men 
report higher rates of violence against their wives than women report victimizations, 
there were no significant effects.
Acculturation
Country of Birth. The next part of Table 3-6 presents data looking at a number of 
different measures of acculturation. The results of the analyses examining the 
relationships among ethnicity, acculturation, and severe wife assaults indicated that there 
were no significant effects of either husband’s or wife’s country of birth on severe 
husband to wife violence.
Generational Status. Table 3-6 also presents the results of analyses looking at 
differences in severe husband to wife violence rates by generational status. There were 
no significant effects of either husband’s or wife’s generational status on severe husband 
to wife violence.
Length of Time in the United States. Time spend in the U.S. was also examined 
as an indicator of acculturation level. The results of the analyses examining the 
relationships among ethnicity, time lived in the United States, and severe husband to wife 
violence, showed that there were no significant effects for either husbands or wives.
Language Preference. The last two rows of Table 3-6 present the results of 
analyses looking at the relationships among ethnicity, language preference, and severe
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husband to wife violence. Although there is a trend for higher rates of severe violence 
to be associated with a preference for using English, there were no significant effects.
Associations among Familv Factors in a Sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans 
To check for problems of multicollinearity, correlation matrices were generated for 
the total sample including both Hispanic and Anglo Americans and the sample of 
Hispanic Americans only using all of the variables except violence. Table 3-7 shows the 
correlation matrix for the total sample of Hispanic and Anglo Americans. There is a 
strong positive association between
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Table 3-7. Correlation Matrix o f  Family and Cultural Variables: Total Sam ple (N = I 7 6 8 ) .
House Rel Husband W ife M ale Dorn Approve Approve
Size Length A ge A g e Eamily W  Slap H H Slap W
Household S ize 1.00
Relationship Length -.37*’ 1.00
Husband Age -.44** .83" 1.00
W ife Age -.45" .85" .94" 1.00
M ale Dominated Family -.03 .03 .03 .02 1.00
Approve W ife Slap Husb. .03 -.10" -.13" -.13" .00 1.00
Approve Husb. Slap W ife .03 -.04 -.07” -.07" .02 .62" 1.00
* P <  .05; P <  .01; P <  .001
oooo
length of relationship and both husband’s and wife’s age. In other words, the older the 
individuals, the longer the relationship. To avoid the problems associated with 
multicollinearity, these two variables will not be used in the same analyses. There is also 
a relatively large relationship between the two violence approval variables such that 
individuals who approve of slapping a wife are also likely to approve of slapping a 
husband. In multivariate analyses, the variable which is appropriate will be used (i.e. 
approval of a husband slapping a wife will used in analyses predicting wife assaults). 
In addition, the correlation between husband’s and wife’s age is .94. These two 
variables will not be used together in the same analyses. None of the other independent 
variables are highly associated as to cause concern about multicollinearity.
Associations Among Family Factors in a Sample of Hispanic Americans
Table 3-8 shows the results of the analyses looking at the correlations between the 
independent variables for the sample of Hispanic Americans only. In addition to the 
variables previously discussed for the entire sample, variables assessing acculturation and 
other areas unique to Hispanic Americans were included in this analysis. There was a 
moderate positive association between country of birth and acculturation. Those 
individuals who were bom in the United States were also more acculturated. None of 
the other variables included in this analyses were so highly correlated with each other so 
that multicollinearity would be a problem.
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Multivariate Analyses
Husband to Wife Violence. The analyses presented in Table 3-9 look at factors 
predicting different levels of husband to wife violence for the total sample of Anglo and 
Hispanic Americans. It was necessary to use logistic regression for the multivariate 
analyses as the dichotomous nature of the dependent variable violates the assumptions of 
OLS regression. Only those variables which were significantly associated with spousal 
violence in the bivariate analyses were included in the multivariate model. The following 
variables were included in each model for the total sample: household size, husband’s 
age, family power structure (1 =male dominated), approval of a husband slapping a wife 
(l= yes), and an ethnicity variable comparing Hispanic and Anglo Americans 
(1 =Hispanic).
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Table 3-9. Logistic Regression Analysis of Factors Predicting Husband to Wife Violence






B Ratio £ Ratio
Household Size .03 1.03 .12 1.13
(.06)* (.10)
Husband Age -.05’”  .95 -.07” ' .94
(.01) (.02)
Male Dominated Family .42* 1.52 .68+ 1.97
(.21) (.35)
Approve Husb. Slap Wife .58** 1.79 1.34**’ 3.82
(.21) (.32)
Hispanic vs. Anglo .20 1.22 .46 1.58
(.16) (.31)
- 2 Log Likelihood 1139.874 392.971
Model Chi-Square 97.424 58.579
df 5 5
Sig. P < .001 P <  .001
1 Numbers in parentheses are standard errors. 
* P <  .05; “  P <  .01; "* P <  .001
Minor Wife Assaults in a Sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans. The first 
model assesses the ability of each of the aforementioned cultural factors to predict minor 
wife assaults. The results, presented in Table 3-9, show that the dichotomized ethnicity 
variable was not a significant predictor of minor wife assaults when other factors were 
held constant. Husband’s age, however, was a significant predictor of wife assault. In 
particular, younger husbands were more likely to assault their wives. Male dominated 
families and approval of using violence all significantly increased the risks for wife 
assault. Minor wife assaults were 52% more likely to occur in male dominated families.
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Although Hispanic Americans were at a greater risk for wife assault than Anglo 
Americans, the difference was not statistically significant when other cultural factors 
were held constant.
Severe Wife Assaults in a Sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans. The analyses 
presented in the right hand column of Table 3-9 assesses the ability of the same cultural 
factors to predict severe assaults on wives. As in the first model, age, male dominated 
families, and normative approval of violence were all significant predictors of minor 
assaults.
Minor Wife Assaults among Anglo Americans. The analysis presented in Table 3- 
10 looks at cultural factors and their ability to predict wife assaults for the Anglo sample 
only. As in the previous two models, only those variables which were significant on the 
bivariate level were included in the multivariate analyses. The first column of the table 
examines cultural factors predicting minor wife assaults. Included in this model are 
household size, husband’s age, and approval of a husband slapping a wife. Although 
household size was significantly associated with minor wife assaults on the bivariate 
level, it did not remain significant when included in a model with other cultural 
variables. Only youth and normative approval of violence were significantly associated 
with increased risks for minor husband to wife violence.
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Table 3-10. Logistic Regression Analysis of Factors Predicting Husband to Wife










Household Size -.02 .97 
(.09)*
Husband Age -.04*** .96 -.09*** .92
(-01) (.02)
Approve Husb. Slap Wife .44+ 1.55 1.30** 3.69
(.27) (.46)
Sex of Respondent -.78+ .46 
(.47)
-2 Log Likelihood 636.164 186.194
Model Chi-Square 35.961 26.178
df 3 3
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are standard errors. 
T> <  .10; * P <  .05; ** P < .01; ***P <  .001
Severe Wife Assaults Among Anglo Americans. The second column of Table 3-10 
presents the results of the analysis looking at a model predicting severe wife assaults for 
the sample of Anglo Americans. Included in this model are husband’s age, violence 
approval, and sex of the respondent. The results indicated that youth was significantly 
related to increased odds of severe wife assaults. In addition, approval of a husband 
slapping a wife more than tripled the probability of wife beating. Women were more 
likely to report instances of severe wife assault against them than were men to report 
using severe violence against their wives.
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Minor and Severe Wife Assaults Among Hispanic Americans. The results of the 
analysis looking at the factors predicting violence against women for the sample of 
Hispanic Americans are presented in Table 3-11. Existing evidence has indicated that 
country of birth is a risk factor
95
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Table 3-11. Logistic Regression Analyses of Cultural Factors Predicting Wife Assaults:











Household Size .06 1.06 .15 1.16
(.08) (.13)
Husband Age -.05“ * .95 -.05” .95
(-01) (.02)
Male Dominated Family .73** 2.08 1.01 2.76
(.28) (.42)
Approve Husb. Slap Wife .64* 1.89 1.31” 3.69
(.33) (.44)
Husb. First Generation1 .58 1.79 -.61 .54
(.46) (.84)
Husb. Second Generation1 1.38” 3.97 .28 1.33
(.50) (.62)
Husb. Acculturation -.02 .98 -.01 .99
(.03) (.06)
Mexican vs. Puerto Rican -.36 .70 - . -
(.36)
Mex. Amer. vs. Puerto Rican -.88+ .42
(.47)
Cuban vs. Puerto Rican -1.63’ .20
(.67)
-2 Log Likelihood 477.054 213.730
Model Chi-Square 79.613 29.050
df 10 4
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
1 Note: Referent category is individuals bom outside the U.S. 
f P <  .10; ’ P <  .05; * P <  .01; * P <  .001
for wife assaults. This research, however, takes the country of birth measure one step 
further in order to determine if merely being bom in the United States increases the risks 
for spousal violence, or if there is a pattern based on generational status. In Table 3-11,
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a generational status variable was included in the model. First Generation and Second 
Generation individuals were compared with individuals not bom in the United States (the 
reference group). Youth, and normative approval of violence, as in previous analyses, 
were significantly related to all levels of wife assault. Normative approval of violence 
significantly increased the risk for minor assaults, but not severe assaults. In addition, 
first generation Hispanic Americans were at a greater risk for minor violence compared 
to Hispanic Americans bom outside the U.S., however, the relationship was not 
significant. Second generation Hispanic Americans, however, were almost four times 
more likely than individuals bom outside the United States to engage in minor wife 
assaults, and 33 % more likely to engage in severe wife assaults. Group contrasts were 
included in the model for minor violence only. Contrasts were attempted for the model 
assessing severe assaults, however, because there were so few individuals reporting 
severe assaults standard errors were extremely high and the analyses were not reliable. 
Looking at the group contrasts for the minor violence model, however, it is apparent that 
compared to Puerto Rican Americans, Mexican Americans and Cuban Americans were 
significantly less likely to engage in minor wife assaults. Although Mexicans were less 
likely than Puerto Ricans to engage in minor wife assaults, the differences between the 
two groups were not large enough to be significant.
Minor Husband to Wife Violence among Hispanic Americans Bom Outside the U.S. 
Table 3-12 considers the importance of another measure of acculturation, time lived in 
the United States. The question used to construct this variable was only asked of those 
individuals who were bom outside of the United States, therefore the analyses in this
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table only refers only to foreign bom Hispanic Americans. The analyses presented in 
Table 3-12 also only refer to minor wife assaults as none of the cultural factors that could 
be used for this sample were significantly associated with severe violence on the bivariate 
level. Once again, youth and male dominated families significantly increased the risks 
for minor wife assaults. Neither of the acculturation measures, language preference or 
time in the United States were significantly related to wife
98
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Table 3-12. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife Assaults among






Household Size .04 1.04
(.10)*
Husband Age -.08** -.92
(.02)
Male Dominated Family 1.07** 2.91
(.36)
Approve Husb. Slap Wife .38 1.46
(.44)
Husb. Acculturation .01 1.01
(.04)
Husb. Time in U.S. .01 1.01
(.02)
Mexican vs. Puerto Rican -.51 .60
(.43)
Mex. American vs. Puerto Rican -.65 .52
(.84)
Cuban vs. Puerto Rican -1.77* .17
(.84)
-2 Log Likelihood 297.039
Model Chi-Square 59.44
df 9
Sig. P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are standard errors. 
*P <  .10; *P < .05; **P <  .01; *’*P <  .001
assaults in this sample. Group contrasts indicated that only Cuban Americans were 
significantly different from Puerto Rican Americans. Specifically being Cuban 
significantly decreased the risks for minor wife assaults.
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Summary
The analyses presented in this chapter demonstrated a number of important 
differences between Anglo and Hispanic Americans. Descriptive information about these 
two groups suggests that they are unique in terms of family composition, family power 
structure, normative approval of violence, and spousal violence. In particular, Hispanic 
American families tended to be larger than Anglo families, male dominated, and had 
higher rates of spousal violence. Hispanic Americans were younger than Anglos and less 
likely to approve of the use of violence against a spouse or partner.
In addition to Hispanic/Anglo differences, Hispanic American groups in this sample 
were also distinctive. Mexican families were the largest of the four main groups and 
along with Mexican Americans, were the most likely to be male dominated. Mexican 
Americans were also the only group to report the presence of a female dominated family 
power structure. It is possible that this is a result o f different cultural values regarding 
the position of women in the household. It may also reflect differences in generational 
status. Mexican American families were more likely than any other Hispanic family to 
be second generation or greater. As such, Mexican American women may have adopted 
some of the values of Anglo culture regarding the independence of women. Among each 
of the four Hispanic groups, however, egalitarian families were more common than was 
expected, given the literature. Puerto Rican husbands emerged as the most violent of the 
Hispanic groups and Cuban husbands the least violent. This is consistent with previous 
research conducted by Kaufman Kantor and associates (1994) that examined Hispanic 
group differences in husband to wife violence.
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The bivariate analyses revealed that among Anglo and Hispanic Americans, 
household size, shorter relationships, youth, a male dominated family, and violence 
approval were all associated with spousal violence. Among Hispanic Americans, 
violence increased in a linear pattern with each successive generation. In addition, 
spousal violence was associated with having lived a shorter amount of time in the United 
States and a preference for using English over Spanish. The relationship between 
generational status and wife assaults did not follow the same linear pattern for each of 
the Hispanic groups as it did for the entire sample of Hispanic Americans. Among 
Puerto Rican and Cuban Americans, being bom in the U.S., regardless of generational 
status was associated with higher rates of minor violence, whereas first generation 
Mexicans and second generation Mexican Americans were the most violent.
Interestingly, in the multivariate analyses, ethnicity was not a significant risk factor 
for spousal violence. Several factors, however, appeared repeatedly as risk factors for 
spousal violence in both the total sample and the separate analyses o f Hispanic and Anglo 
Americans. These included normative approval of violence, a male dominated family 
structure, and youth.
The group contrasts revealed that Mexican Americans and Cubans were at a 
significantly reduced risk for spousal violence when compared to Puerto Rican Americans 
even when other cultural factors were held constant. Some of these cultural differences, 
however, may be tied to socioeconomic circumstances. This will be examined in later 
chapters.
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In this chapter several hypotheses were tested. The first hypotheses that violent 
households would be larger than non-violent households was supported for Anglo 
Americans, Hispanic Americans as a group, and for Puerto Rican Americans, Mexican 
Americans, and Cuban Americans with regard to minor assaults on wives. This 
hypothesis was also supported for severe wife assaults for Hispanic Americans as a group 
and for Mexican Americans. The second hypothesis stated that violence would be more 
likely to occur in male dominated families compared to families with other power 
structures. This hypothesis was supported for Anglo Americans, Hispanic Americans as 
a group and for Mexican American families. There was also evidence for Hispanic 
Americans as a group, Anglo Americans, and all of the Hispanic groups except Cuban 
Americans to support the third hypothesis that individuals who approved of slapping a 
spouse would be more likely to use physical violence against their spouse. The last 
hypothesis examined in this chapter stated that among Hispanic Americans, more 
acculturated individuals would be more likely to assault their spouse. Three different 
measures were used to assess level of acculturation. The analyses indicated that among 
Hispanic Americans as a group, individuals who were bom in the U.S., who preferred 
English over Spanish, and who were second generation or greater were more likely to 
engage in minor assaults on wives compared to their less acculturated counterparts. 
Among Puerto Rican and Cuban Americans, acculturation, as measured by country of 
birth was significantly associated with the use of minor violence against wives. Mexicans 
who preferred to speak English over Spanish were also likely to use minor violence.
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CHAPTER NOTES
^ th o u g h  not presented in the table, year of arrival to the U.S. is especially 
important for the Cuban Sample. Almost one third of Cuban Americans in this sample 
arrived in the U.S. around 1980 during the second major wave of immigration. These 
immigrants were, in general, from a lower class than the first wave and included a 
greater number of criminals. For example, Cuban immigrants from the second wave of 
migration were more than 1 1/2 times as likely than immigrants from the first wave to 
be living in poverty (40.7% vs. 23.9%). Immigrants from the second wave were also 
less likely than those from the first wave to prefer English to Spanish according to the 
language preference scale (5.61 vs. 7.29). Moreover, only immigrants from the second 
wave reported any instances of violence, however, the difference was not significant 
(3.5 % vs 0%). Due to the small N’s in each of the two immigration waves, the bivariate 
and multivariate analyses were conducted using the entire sample of Cuban Americans 
as one group.
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CHAPTER 4
STRUCTURAL FACTORS AND SPOUSAL ASSAULT
Existing evidence has suggested that structural inequalities such as poverty and 
unemployment increase the risk for physical violence in the family (Gelles, 1993; Straus 
& Smith, 1990; Kaufman Kantor, 1990; Kaufman Kantor et al. 1994). This chapter 
considers the relationships among ethnicity, structural factors such as employment status, 
and income, and spousal assault. Guiding this research are two questions.
1. To what extent do structural inequalities differentially affect Hispanic and 
Anglo families and Hispanic American groups?
2. To what extent do structural inequalities explain differences in spousal 
violence among Hispanic and Anglo families and among Hispanic American 
groups?
Changes in the structure of the labor market, such as the decline of the 
manufacturing sector, the rise in service type jobs, and the entry of more women into the 
work force, have also influenced more micro units such as the family. For example, the 
entrance of women into the labor force has given them more economic independence and 
consequently altered the traditional gender roles of the family. This may increase the 
risk for spousal assault.
Women in the Paid Labor Force and Spousal Assaults
When women are in the paid labor force they have more economic power in the 
family unit. Consequently, their relationships to other individuals in the family may
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change. This may be related to spousal abuse in several ways. First, it may increase 
the risk for wife assault as husbands may attempt to reclaim their status and control by 
using violence. Second, it may increase the risk for assaults against men as women gain 
more economic freedom which may translate into power in the family unit and lead to 
greater risk for violence. Working outside the home would give wives more economic 
power, however, at the same time would contradict traditional gender roles and could 
possibly lead to increased risks for violence. The relationship between women working 
in the paid labor force and spousal assaults will be examined in this chapter.
Family Work Structure and Wife Assaults
Traditionally, the family structure has been organized such that the husband worked 
full time outside the home and the wife remained at home taking care of the children. 
With the increasing number of dual income families, however, this may be changing. 
In some families, women work more than their husbands. For example, a wife may be 
working full time to make ends meet whereas her husband may only be able to find part 
time work. As a result, he may feel inadequate as a provider and try to regain his 
authority with violence. Non-traditional work arrangements may result in changing 
family roles and consequently, could increase the risk for spousal assault.
Power and Status Discrepancies and Assaults on Wives
Previous research has also suggested that households in which the husband is 
unemployed or employed only part time have increased rates of violence particularly 
severe violence (Straus et al, 1980; Kaufman Kantor et al, 1994). In addition,
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households in which the wife works, or works more than her male spousal, may also be 
at risk for increased violence. In these households, men may use violence to compensate 
for a  lack of resources such as income and prestige from which they are deprived 
(Straus, et al., 1980). Changes in the labor market have also influenced the kinds o f jobs 
which are available to individuals, particularly those with limited educational skills. 
Employment opportunities may be restricted to seasonal jobs or jobs which require little 
skill. Unfortunately, these jobs tend to pay very little and often have limited benefits 
which can be a source of stress. This may increase the probability that individuals in 
intimate relationships will use violence against each other. This relationship will be 
examined in this chapter.
Social Integration and Spousal Assaults
Integration into the social structure is particularly important for minority group 
members as this may influence the availability of certain resources. Hispanic Americans, 
however are slightly different from other racial and ethnic groups, such as Italian 
Americans or Irish Americans, that have migrated to this country. In fact, the 
experiences of Hispanic Americans contradict the dominant myths about the social and 
economic experiences of U.S. immigrants. Moreover, the belief that most groups 
confronted similar opportunity structures and reception factors in the host society is 
simply not true for Hispanic American individuals (Nelson & Tienda, 1989). The 
majority o f Hispanic Americans have not become structurally integrated into the broader 
U.S. society (Nelson & Tienda, 1989). Instead they remain on the fringes, unable to 
fully participate in the economic and opportunity structures of the United States.
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The degree of integration into the social structure of the United States is very 
important when considering economic and social opportunities. A lack of integration into 
the economic structure of the U.S. could interfere with chances for upward mobility and 
create economic stresses which could increase the risk for spousal violence. A lack of 
social integration could also create stress and strain due to feelings of isolation and 
discrimination. In order to examine these issues, this chapter will focus on the 
relationship between structural factors and spousal violence.
Based on the research questions and empirical evidence, the following hypotheses 
were developed:
1. Low educational attainment will increase the risk for spousal violence.
2. Spousal violence is more likely to occur in families living below the 
poverty line.
3. Rates of spousal violence will be higher in families where the wife works 
outside the home.
4. Spousal violence is more likely to occur when there are power 
discrepancies between the husband and wife.
5. Violence is more likely to occur when the husband is unemployed or 
underemployed.
6. Male reports of perpetration of violence against women will be less than 
female reports of victimization.
Measures
In order to address the hypotheses, the following variables will be used in the 
analyses in this chapter: years of education (a continuous variable), employment status 
(a categorical variable with eight categories which is collapsed in some analyses to a 
variable with three categories, unemployment, employed part time, employed full time),
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family work structure (a categorical variable used to examine work differences between 
husbands and wives), wife work outside the home (a dummy variable created from the 
employment status variable), occupational status discrepancies (three dummy variables 
created following procedures outlined in Smith (1988)), occupational type (a categorical 
variable), professional occupation (a dummy variable), and poverty (a dummy variable).
Data Analyses
Several different analyses strategies were necessary to adequately examine the 
relationships among structural factors and spousal violence. The first set of analyses 
examined ethnic differences in structural inequalities. In these analyses, ethnicity was 
the independent variable. Since there are both continuous and categorical variables in 
the analyses it was necessary to use T-tests, Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs), and 
crosstabulations to look at the differences. The second series of analyses used similar 
techniques to look at the associations among structural factors and spousal violence for 
each of the ethnic groups. ANOVAs were performed with spousal violence as the 
dependent variable, and ethnicity and structural factors as the independent variables. The 
multivariate analyses used logistic regression to look at the ability of structural factors 
to predict the dependent variable, spousal violence.
Results
Sample Characteristics of Anglo and Hispanic Americans
Education. Table 4-1 presents the results of analyses looking at sample 
characteristics for the Anglo and Hispanic American samples. The analyses in this table 
were weighted so that it was possible to establish prevalence rates. The data in the first
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two rows of the table show that Anglo American men have slightly more education than 
Anglo women (13.2 years versus 12.9 years). In contrast, Hispanic American men have





Husb X Years Education6 13.2 9.5 P <.001
Wife X Years Education 12.9 9.7 p <.001
Husband Employment Statusc
% Full Time 71.5 70.0 n.s.
% Part Time 3.7 5.1 n.s.
% Full Time Student 0.2 1.8 P < .01
% Keeping House 0.3 n.s.
% Unemployed 2.9 8.4 P < .01
% Disabled 3.8 3.5 n.s.
% Retired 17.3 10.8 P < .01
% Never Held Job 0.2 0.4 n.s.
Wife Employment Statuse
% Full Time 46.9 33.0 P < .01
% Part Time 13.4 7.9 p < .10
% Full Time Student 0.9 0.6 n.s.
% Keeping House 23.2 40.7 p < .001
% Unemployed 3.4 6.3 n.s.
% Disabled 1.0 1.1 n.s.
% Retired 9.4 3.0 P < .05
% Never Held Job 1.9 7.4 p < .001
Family Work Structure6
%H & W Not Work 17.9 19.6 n.s.
%K Full Time, W Full Time 40.4 26.5 P  < .01
%H Full Time, W Part Time 11.4 5.6 p < .10
%H Full Time, W Not Work 19.7 37.9 P  < .001
%H Part Time, W Not Work 1.9 1.7 n.s.
%H Part Time, W Part Time 0.9 0.7 n.s.
%W Full Time, H Part Time 0.8 2.7 P  < .10
%W Full Time, H Not Work 5.7 4.7 n.s.
%W Part Time, H Not Work 1.2 0.6 n.s.
* Note: Although the analyses are weighted the actual n’s are given;b T-Tests were used for 
these analyses;c Crosstabulations were used for these analyses.
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%Wife work outside home 60.5 40.8 B < .001
%Wife Occ Higher than Husb.d 29.3 26.4 n.s.
%Wife Occ Lower than Husb. 20.0 25.8 n.s.
%Wife Occ Equal to Husb. 50.7 47.8 n.s.
%Wife Work More than Husb. 9.4 10.0 n.s.
%Husb. Work More than Wife 40.2 56.2 B < .01
%Husb. & Wife Work Equal 41.4 27.2 B < .01
%Husb. & Wife Not Work 17.9 19.6 n.s.
Socioeconomic Indicators' 
Husband Occupational Type
%Mgr & Prof Specialty 30.2 6.2 B < .001
^Technical, Sales 18.2 9.1 B < .05
% Service 7.0 14.7 B < .01
% Farming 3.7 9.6 B < .01
% Precision Production 22.3 23.4 n.s.
% Operator, Laborer 18.6 36.9 B < .001
Wife Occupational Type
%Mgr & Prof Specialty 34.3 19.2 E < .05
%Technical, Sales 38.7 33.0 n.s.
% Service 14.4 21.6 n.s.
% Farming 1.2 0.2 n.s.
%Precision Production 4.0 6.1 n.s.
% Operator, Laborer 7.5 19.8 B <.001
%Husb. Professional1* 48.4 15.3 B < .001
%Wife Professional 73.6 39.2 B < .001
% Below poverty 8.7 36.9 E <-001
d Note: Working families only (N=1605)
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slightly less education than do Hispanic women. Compared to Anglo Americans, 
however, Hispanic individuals, have an average of three to four years less education 
(Husband, t =  11.01, df =  1736; Wife, t =  9.44, df =  107.20).
Husband Employment Status. In terms of employment status, the majority of all 
husbands, Hispanic and Anglo, were working full time either in one or more than one 
job. Anglo husbands were slightly more likely than Hispanic husbands to be working 
full time, however, the difference was not significant (x2 =  .11, df =  1). The largest 
differences appeared in the unemployment category. Hispanic husbands were almost 
three times as likely to be unemployed compared to Anglos (x2 =  9.04, df =  1). 
Additionally, Anglos were 1 1/2 times more likely to be retired (x2 =  2.84, df =  1) than 
their Hispanic counterparts. This is most likely a function of the younger age of the 
Hispanic American population (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1993).
Wife Employment Status. The analyses displayed in Table 4-1 shows that a 
smaller percentage of wives work full time, regardless of ethnic group. Almost two 
thirds of Anglo women were in the paid labor force, working either full or part time and 
less than a  quarter considered keeping house to be their job. In contrast, less than half 
of Hispanic women were working. Hispanic wives were more likely to be in the more 
traditional role of homemaker (x2 =  16.39, df =  1). Furthermore, they were almost 
four times more likely than Anglo women to have never held a job for pay (x2 =  14.49, 
df =  1). Hispanic women were therefore more likely to be economically dependent upon 
their husbands and may be forced to stay in abusive relationships.
I l l
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Family Work Structure. Among Anglo families, almost 20% said that both the 
husband and the wife were out of work in the year prior to the survey and another 40% 
said that both spouses were working full time, thus creating a dual income family. One 
third of Anglo families followed a more traditional work structure in which the husband 
was either the sole breadwinner or the primary breadwinner. Very few Anglo families 
in this sample followed a nontraditional work structure in which the wife was the sole 
breadwinner (5.7%). When looking at the sample of Hispanic Americans, it can be seen 
that slightly more Hispanic American couples than Anglo couples were not working in 
the year prior to the survey (x2 =  .18, df =  1), and less than a third of Hispanic 
families had two individuals working full time (x2 =  7.72, df =  1). In fact, Hispanic 
families were more likely than Anglo families to follow a traditional work arrangement 
with the husband working full time and the wife not working (x2 =  19.15, df =  1). At 
the same time, however, Hispanic families were also slightly more likely than Anglo 
families to follow non-traditional arrangements where the wife was working and the 
husband was not, or the wife was working and the husband was working less (e.g. wife 
works full time, husband works part time) Eight percent of Hispanic families followed 
this work arrangement compared to 7.7% of Anglo families. In a later chapter I will 
consider the effects of acculturation and generational status on these work arrangements 
for Hispanic Americans.
Although it would be useful to examine all possible permutations of the family 
work structure variable, this is not possible because of sample size limitations. Therefore 
I conceptualized work force relationships according to relative economic power among
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units. For example, if  women work outside the home they would have more economic 
power and consequently more independence. Working outside the home, however, 
contradicts traditional gender roles which place women at home taking care of the 
children. Occupational prestige is also an indicator of relative power. Discrepancies in 
prestige levels between husband and wife may also represent discrepancies in power, that 
may increase the risk for spousal violence. Similarly, the actual amount o f time spent 
working, part time versus full time for example, is related to economic power. 
Discrepancies in work amounts, therefore, are associated with discrepancies in power and 
may be related to spousal violence.
Women in the Paid Labor Force. The results of the analyses looking at the 
association between ethnicity and women working outside the home are presented in 
Table 4-1. Women are significantly more likely to be working in Anglo families than 
in Hispanic families. In almost two thirds of Anglo families women work outside the 
home compared to less than half of Hispanic American women (x2 =  15.3, df =  1).
Occupational Status Discrepancies. Another possible risk factor for spousal 
violence is discrepancies in occupational status or prestige (Smith, 1988). Occupational 
prestige scores (Trieman, 1977) for both husband and wife were calculated and then 
divided into thirds and used to create three dummy variables representing differences in 
status for husbands and wives following the procedure outlined in Smith (1988). In half 
of Anglo American families, where both spouses worked, both the husband and the wife 
had occupations with similar prestige levels. Almost one third of women had 
occupations with higher prestige than their male spouses and twenty percent of men had
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occupations with higher prestige than their female spouses. Hispanic American working 
couples were slightly less likely than Anglo couples to work at jobs with similar prestige 
levels (47.8%). Hispanic women were also less likely than Anglo women to have 
occupations with higher prestige than their husbands. None of these differences, 
however, were large enough to be significant.
Differences in Amount Worked. In addition to occupational prestige differences, 
I also created a variable from the more detailed family work structure variable to 
represent differences in amount of time worked. Among Anglo families the most 
common family work pattern was for both the husband and the wife to be working the 
same amount. The next most common work pattern was the more traditional pattern 
where the husband works more than the wife, thus guaranteeing his position of power 
in the family. In Hispanic families, the most common work pattern was the more 
traditional one where the male worked more than the female. Slightly more than half of 
Hispanic American families followed this pattern. In fact, Hispanic families were 
significantly more likely to follow this pattern than were Anglo families (x2 =  8.1, df 
=  1). Hispanic families were significantly less likely than Anglo families to have both 
spouses working equal amounts (x2 = 7.9, df = 1).
Socioeconomic Indicators
Husband Occupational Type. Not only were Anglo and Hispanic Americans 
different in terms of family work patterns, they were also located in different 
occupational sectors. Among Anglo American husbands, almost one third worked in 
managerial and professional specialty jobs including such occupations as accountants,
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engineers, and architects (U.S. Department of Commerce, 1980). Nearly twenty percent 
worked in technical or sales related occupations including real estate sales, health 
technicians, and administrative support. Very few Anglo husbands in this sample worked 
in either service or farm related jobs. Almost one quarter worked in precision 
production occupations such as mechanics, construction, and cabinet makers. Finally, 
less than twenty percent of Anglo husbands worked in operator, laborer types of jobs 
such as machine operators, welders, and parking lot attendants.
Hispanic American husbands were located in different occupational sectors than 
were Anglo American husbands. Compared to Anglo husbands, Hispanic husbands were 
significantly less likely to be working in managerial and professional specialty type jobs 
as well as technical and sales related jobs. However, they were twice as likely to be 
working in service occupations and 2 1/2 times more likely to be working in farm related 
jobs. Hispanic American husbands were also more likely than Anglo husbands to be 
working in precision production and laborer occupations. The differences in occupational 
type between Hispanic and Anglo Americans can be seen very clearly when employment 
in professional versus nonprofessional occupations is considered. While almost half of 
Anglo husbands worked at professional occupations, less than twenty percent of Hispanic 
husbands worked at similar kinds o f jobs (x2 =  40.22, df =  1).
Wife Occupational Type. Occupational type is also important when considering 
women in the work force. Among Anglo wives, slightly more than a third worked in 
managerial type jobs, almost forty percent worked in technical or sales related 
occupations, and 14% worked in service occupations. Very few Anglo women worked
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in farming or precision production jobs (1.2% and 4.0%), and less than ten percent 
worked in laborer occupations.
Compared to Anglo women, Hispanic women were significantly less likely to be 
employed in managerial and professional specialty type occupations (x2 =  5.22, df =  
1). They were also less likely to work in technical or sales, and fanning occupations, 
however the relationships were not significant. Hispanic women were almost three times 
more likely to work in operator laborer type jobs (x2 =  10.47, df =  1). In addition, 
they were more likely to work in service and precision production occupations. These 
occupational type differences are very apparent when looking at the dichotomous variable 
classifying professional and nonprofessional occupations. Almost three quarters of Anglo 
women compared to just over a third of Hispanic women worked in professional type 
occupations (x2 =  28.93, df =  1). In addition to ethnic differences, there were also 
gender differences in occupational type. Regardless of ethnicity, women were more 
likely than men to be working in professional occupations.
Poverty. Poverty is one possible consequence of low educational attainment and 
segregation into certain nonprofessional occupations with lower wages and less job 
stability. The results of the analyses looking at the ethnic differences in poverty rates, 
presented in Table 4-1 indicate that Hispanic Americans were more than four times as 
likely to be living in poverty as were Anglo American families (x2 =  75.47, df =  1).
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Hispanic Group Characteristics.
Table 4-2 breaks down the Hispanic sample into the four main groups (Puerto 
Rican, Mexican, Mexican American, and Cuban). The information in this table 
demonstrates that not only are Hispanic Americans as a group different from Anglo 
Americans as shown in Table 4-1, but that there are also important within group 
differences. The analyses in this table were weighted to make it possible to establish 
prevalence rates which can be generalizable to the population of Hispanic Americans in 
the United States. As a consequence of the weighting procedure, however, many of the 
differences between Hispanic groups were no longer significant.
Education. The first section of Table 4-2 presents the results of the analyses 
looking at differences in educational attainment for both Hispanic American husbands and 
wives for each ethnic group. Among Hispanic husbands, Mexicans had the fewest years 
of education and Mexican Americans the most, however Cuban American and Puerto 
Rican American husbands had very similar educational levels (F =  4.1, df =  3). A 
similar pattern is apparent for Hispanic American wives. Mexican wives had the fewest 
years of education and Mexican American and Cuban Americans the most (F =  2.0, df 
=  3).
Husband Employment. For most Hispanic husbands full time employment was 
the norm, however, there were differences among the groups. Mexican and Mexican 
American husbands were the most likely and Puerto Rican husbands the least likely to 
be working full time. Among Hispanic husbands Puerto Ricans were most likely to be
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Husb X Years Educb 10.0 8.3 10.7 10.5 E < .01
Wife X Years Educ 9.7 8.8 10.6 10.6 n.s.
Husb Employment Status0
%Full Time 58.5 74.3 72.5 61.5 n.s.
%Part Time 1.7 5.3 6.9 4.1 n.s.
%Full Time Student 1.6 0.4 4.7 p<.001
%Keeping House - . -
%Unemployed 14.4 9.2 4.7 6.6 n.s.
%Disabled 2.6 3.3 3.4 5.5 n.s.
%Retired 19.7 7.5 7.9 20.6 n.s.
% Never Held Job 1.6 1.7 n.s.
Wife Employment Status0
%Full Time 33.8 24.2 39.4 44.9 n.s.
%Part Time 3.7 6.4 5.6 23.2 n.s.
%Full Time Student 0.7 0.1 0.3 3.1 n.s.
% Keeping House 37.1 50.2 40.0 16.3 n.s.
% Unemployed 9.3 5.1 7.9 2.1 n.s.
% Disabled 1.1 0.7 3.3 4.7 n.s.
% Retired 7.1 0.7 3.3 4.7 n.s.
% Never Held Job 7.3 12.0 2.4 5.2 n.s.
Family W ork Structure0
%H & W Not Work 36.2 14.0 17.0 26.5 n.s.
%H Full Time, W Full Time 35.2 22.8 22.7 40.4 n.s.
%H Full Time, W Part Time 2.5 3.1 12.0 3.1 n.s.
%H FuH Time, W Not Work 20.8 48.3 37.8 18.0 n.s.
%H Part Time, W Not Work 0.8 2.6 0.9 2.0 n.s.
%H Part Time, W Part Time 0.1 0.9 0.8 n.s.
%W Full Time, H Part Time 0.8 1.8 5.2 2.1 n.s.
%W Full Time, H Not Work 3.6 5.2 3.5 7.3 n.s.
%W Part Time, H Not Work - . - 1.2 0.2 0.5 n.s.
* Note: Although the analyses are weighted the actual n’s are shown; b Analyses of 
Variance (ANOVAs) were used for these analyses;c Crosstabulations were used for these 
analyses.
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Table 4-2. Continued
Puerto Mexican
Rican Mexican American Cuban
(N=105) (N=327) (N=175) (N=136) Sig.
Family Work Structure6
%Wife Work Outside Home 42.2 35.1 44.3 53.5 n.s
%Wife Occ Higher than Husb.d 21.0 33.1 24.0 22.5 n.s.
%Wife Occ Lower than Husb. 18.7 24.1 31.4 29.1 n.s.
%Wife Occ Equal to Husb. 60.3 42.8 44.5 48.4 n.s.
%Wife Work More than Husb. 6.9 9.6 10.6 13.5 n.s.
%Husb. Work More than Wife 37.7 62.8 61.0 31.5 n.s.
%Husb. & Wife Work Equal 35.3 23.7 23.5 40.4 n.s.
%Husb. & Wife Not Work 36.2 14.0 17.0 26.5 n.s.
Socioeconomic Indicators' 
Husband Occupational Type
%Mgr & Prof Specialty 3.5 2.9 9.1 15.6 n.s.
% Technical, Sales 6.7 9.5 6.6 17.6 n.s.
% Service 19.9 13.2 17.5 7.1 n.s.
%Farming 3.3 17.5 3.6 1.3 n.s.
% Precision Production 33.1 26.2 12.6 26.7 n.s.
% Operator, Laborer 33.4 30.7 50.6 31.7 n.s.
Wife Occupational Type
%Mgr & Prof Specialty 33.2 2.3 22.0 28.3 n.s.
%Technical, Sales 9.7 31.1 39.4 45.4 n.s.
%Service 21.3 25.2 25.3 9.5 n.s.
%Farming 0.7 n.s.
% Precision Production 1.3 8.9 7.0 4.6 n.s.
% Operator, Laborer 34.4 31.8 6.4 12.2 n.s.
%Husb. Professionalb 10.2 12.4 15.7 33.2 n.s.
%Wife Professional 21.9 36.4 48.1 52.3 n.s.
% Below Poverty 35.2 47.8 22.2 31.3 n.s.
d Note: Working families only (N=580).
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unemployed. In fact, they were 1 1/2 times more likely than Mexicans, three times more 
likely than Mexican Americans and more than twice as likely as Cubans to be 
unemployed. It is also important to note that a rather large percentage of both Cuban 
and Puerto Rican husbands were retired.
Wife Employment. For Hispanic American women in this sample, full time 
employment was not as common as it was for men. Mexican American and Cuban 
American women were most likely to be employed full time compared to the other two 
groups, but even so, less than half of these women worked full time. For many Hispanic 
wives, keeping house was a more common occurrence. Half of Mexican wives stayed 
at home compared to 37% of Puerto Rican and 40% of Mexican American wives. 
Cuban wives were least likely to keep house.
Family Work Structure. Hispanic groups have diverse family work structures as 
well as employment patterns. For example, Puerto Rican couples were 2 1/2 times more 
likely than Mexican couples, twice as likely as Mexican American couples and almost 
1 1/2 times more likely than Cuban couples to be unemployed. Almost half of Cuban 
couples were employed full time compared to over one third of Puerto Rican couples and 
less than a quarter of Mexican and Mexican American couples. More common among 
Mexican and Mexican American families was a more traditional work arrangement with 
husbands working full time and wives not working. Very few families followed more 
non-traditional work patterns with the wife working more than the husband, however, 
Cuban families were more likely than any other group to have this arrangement.
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Women in the Paid Labor Force. Table 4-2 also presents the results of analyses 
looking at women working outside the home for Hispanic families. It is apparent that 
there were important within group differences. Just over half o f Cuban American 
families in this sample indicated that the wife worked in the paid labor force, whereas 
only a third of Mexican families followed this pattern. However the differences between 
Hispanic groups were not large enough to be significant.
Occupational Status Discrepancies. Among Hispanic American working couples, 
most worked at jobs with similar prestige levels. However, Puerto Rican couples were 
most likely to be working in jobs of equal prestige compared to the other three groups. 
Mexican couples were most likely to be in a work situation where the wife’s occupational 
prestige was higher than that of the husband. Relative to other groups Cuban American 
couples were most likely to be in situations where the wife’s occupation was lower in 
prestige than her husband’s occupation.
Differences in Work Amounts. In addition to discrepancies related to occupational 
prestige, differences in work patterns were also examined. There was a great deal of 
diversity among the Hispanic groups for this particular variable. For example, Cuban 
American families were most likely to follow a non traditional type of pattern where the 
wife worked more than the husband. In fact, they were twice as likely as Puerto Rican 
families to follow this pattern. At the same time, however, they were also more likely 
than the other three groups to follow a pattern where both the husband and wife were 
working equal amounts. Among Mexican and Mexican American families a more 
traditional work pattern was apparent in which the husband worked more than the wife.
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Socioeconomic Indicators
Husband Occupational Type. Cuban American men were more likely than the other 
three groups to be located in the managerial, professional specialty or technical sectors. 
This is most likely a result of the higher status individuals that arrived with the first wave 
of migration to the U.S.. In contrast, Puerto Rican and Mexican American men were 
more likely to be employed in the service sector than either Mexican or Cuban men. 
Most Hispanic men, however, were likely to be working in the precision production 
sector or as laborers.
Wife Occupational Type. Among Hispanic women, with the exception of 
Mexicans, employment in managerial, professional specialty, and technical occupations 
was much more prevalent than for Hispanic men. Again, however, there were important 
group differences. Puerto Rican women were most likely to be working as operators or 
laborers and Mexican women were the only ones in fanning occupations. In contrast, 
almost two thirds of Mexican American and almost three quarters o f Cuban women 
worked in managerial and technical occupations. This could be an important source of 
strain for households in which both husband and wife work, but the wife works in a 
better, higher paying and more stable job than does the husband.
Poverty. Although Hispanic Americans as a group were poorer than Anglos in this 
sample, not all Hispanic groups experienced similar levels of poverty. In fact, Mexicans 
were the poorest Hispanic group with almost half living below the poverty level while 
less than a quarter of Mexican Americans were in this situation.
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Associations Among Structural Factors and Spousal Assault.
Work Related Factors and Spousal Violence among Hispanic and Anglo Americans
Analyses of variance (ANOVAs) were conducted to examine the associations among 
ethnicity, structural factors, and spousal violence. Additionally, the results of the 
analyses presented in Table 4-3 and all remaining tables in this chapter were not 
weighted as the primary concern was to examine relationships rather than establishing 
prevalence rates.
Education and Husband to Wife Violence. The first section of Table 4-3 presents 
the results of analyses looking at the relationship between educational attainment and wife 
assaults. For these analyses 4 (Education: Less than high school, high school, college, 
and beyond college) by 2 (Ethnicity: Anglo vs. Hispanic) ANOVAs were performed. 
In the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, there were no significant effects for 
husbands, however, there were significant main effects for wife’s education (df=3, 
F=3.919, £=.008) and ethnicity (d f= l, F=6.028, £=.014). The highest rates of minor 
wife assaults for both Anglo and Hispanic Americans were associated with the wife 
having a high school education. However, rates of minor assaults were higher for 
Hispanic Americans compared to Anglo Americans. For the analyses looking at severe 
husband to wife violence there was a significant main effect for both husband’s ethnicity 
(d f= l, F=3.736, £=.053) and wife’s ethnicity (d f= l, F=5.337, £=.021). Higher
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Table 4-3. Associations among cultural factors and husband to wife violence among








Less than H.S. 14.0 14.0 3.0 4.0
High School 12.0 16.0 2.0 4.0
College 8.0 13.0 2.0 5.0
College+ 8.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
W Education*
Less than H.S. 10.0 12.0*’ 2.0 3.0
High School 13.0 20.0 2.0 7.0
College 8.0 11.0 2.0 3.0
CollegeH- 10.0 17.0 2.0 0.0
Emplovment Status
H work full time 10.0 14.0 2.0 4.0
H work part time 16.0 11.0 5.0 8.0
H not work 8.0 14.0 2.0 3.0
Familv Work Structure
H&W not work 9.0 14.0 3.0 2.0
W wk more than H 9.0 12.0 1.0 4.0
W wk equal to H 11.0 13.0 2.0 3.0
H wk more than W 10.0 14.0 2.0 5.0
W work outside home 12.0 12.0 2.0 4.0
W not work outside home 8.0 15.0 2.0 4.0
Occupational Status Discrepanciesb
W higher prestige 10.0 13.0 1.0 4.0
W equal 12.0 11.0 3.0 4.0
W lower 12.0 11.0 1.0 3.0
H&W Professional 13.0 10.0 3.0 5.0
H Professional 13.0 14.0 3.0 3.0
W Professional 9.0 10.0 2.0 5.0
H&W Non-Professional 10.0 14.0 1.0 2.0
124








Living in Poverty 
Yes 16.0 16.0 5.0 5.0
No 10.0 12.0 2.0 4.0
* Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses; b Note: Working Families only 
(N=1605)
+ p <  .10; * p <  .05; *’ p < .01; ” * p <  .001
rates of severe husband to wife violence were found among Hispanic compared to Anglo 
Americans.
Husband’s Employment Status and Wife Assaults. To examine the relationships 
among ethnicity, employment status, and husband to wife violence a series of 3 
(Employment Status: Full time, Part time, Unemployed) by 2 (Ethnicity: Anglo vs. 
Hispanic) ANOVAs were performed. There was a significant main effect for ethnicity 
for both minor (d f= l, F=5.436, p= .020) and severe (d f= l, F=5.234, g=.022) 
husband to wife violence. Regardless of employment status, rates of minor and severe 
assaults on wives were higher among Hispanic Americans than among Anglo Americans.
Family Work Structure and Assaults on Wives. Table 4-3 presents the results of 
analyses testing the hypothesis about the relationship between family work structure and 
spousal violence. To examine these relationships 4 (Family work structure: husband & 
wife not work, wife work more than husband, wife work equal to husband, husband 
work more than wife) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs were conducted. There was a
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significant main effect for ethnicity for both minor (d f= l, F=5.580, p=.018) and severe 
(d f= l, F=4.938, 2 =-026). Higher rates of minor and severe assaults on wives were 
found for Hispanic Americans compared to Anglo Americans across categories of family 
work structure.
To examine the relationships among ethnicity, wife’s employment outside the 
home, and assaults on wives, a 2 (Wife work outside the home vs. Wife not work outside 
the home) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. For the analyses looking at minor 
assaults on wives, there was a significant main effect for ethnicity (d f= l, F=5.791, 
2 =  .016) and a significant interaction (d f= l, F=4.443, p= .035). A wife’s employment 
outside the home was associated with higher rates of minor assault for Anglo but not for 
Hispanic Americans. There was a significant main effect of ethnicity on severe husband 
to wife violence (d f= l, F=5.240, g=.022). Hispanic Americans reported higher rates 
of severe violence than did Anglo Americans.
Occupational Status Discrepancies and Husband to Wife Violence. Status 
discrepancies between husbands and wives have been shown to be risk factors for 
violence (Smith, 1988). The last section of Table 4-3 looks at the relationships among 
ethnicity, status discrepancies, and husband to wife violence. The first analyses in the 
section consisted of 3 (Occupational Prestige: Wife higher than Husband, Wife Equal to 
Husband, Wife Lower than Husband) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs. There were no 
significant effects for the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, however, for the 
analyses looking at severe husband to wife violence there was a significant main effect
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for ethnicity (df =  1, F=3.288, e = .070). Hispanic Americans reported higher rates of 
severe husband to wife violence than Anglo Americans.
Differences between professional versus nonprofessional occupations among 
husbands and wives were also considered as another measure of status discrepancies. To 
examine the relationships among ethnicity, occupational status, and husband to wife 
violence a series of 4 (Husband and wife both professionals, husband only a professional, 
wife only a professional, neither husband nor wife professional) by 2 (Ethnicity) 
ANOVAs were conducted. There were not significant effects for either minor or severe 
violence.
Poverty and Husband to Wife Violence. The last section of Table 4-3 displays 
the results of analyses examining the relationship between living in poverty and violence, 
a series of 2 (Living in poverty: yes vs. no) by 2 (Ethnicity) ANOVAs were performed 
to look at these relationships. For the analysis looking at minor assaults on wives, there 
was a significant main effect of poverty (d f= l, F=3.956, p= .047). Higher rates of 
minor assaults on wives were associated with living in poverty. There were no 
significant effects for the analysis looking at severe husband to wife violence.
Structural Factors and Minor Husband to Wife Violence among Hispanic Groups
Table 4-4 presents the results of analyses looking at the association between work 
related structural factors and minor husband to wife violence for each of the Hispanic 
groups. By looking at the Hispanic groups separately it is possible to consider the 
heterogeneity of this population.
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Table 4-4. Associations among ethnicity, structural factors, and minor wife assaults












Less than H.S. 20.0 14.0 19.0 1.0
High School 12.0 21.0 17.0 7.0
College 31.0 17.0 15.0 0.0
College+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
W Education*
Less than H.S. 12.0 15.0 12.0 3.0+
High School 35.0 15.0 26.0 4.0
College 21.0 14.0 15.0 0.0
College+ 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0
Employment Status
H work full time 23.0 13.0 17.0 3.0
H work part time 33.0 10.0 14.0 0.0
H not work 12.0 21.0 18.0 2.0
Family Work Structure
H&W not work 12.0 20.0 17.0 3.0
W wk more than H 10.0 18.0 18.0 0.0
W wk equal to H 17.0 13.0 20.0 2.0
H wk more than W 29.0 14.0 15.0 3.0
W work outside home 16.0 13.0 17.0 1.0
W not work outside home 22.0 16.0 17.0 3.0
Occupational Status Discrepancies1*
W higher prestige 14.0 14.0 19.0 5.0
W equal 12.0 18.0 12.0 0.0
W lower 25.0 6.0 23.0 0.0
H&W Professional 13.0 11.0 17.0 0.0
H Professional 12.0 17.0 16.0 6.0
W Professional 20.0 25.0 0.0 0.0
H&W Non-Professional 25.0 22.0 24.0 0.0












Living in Poverty 
Yes 19.0 17.0 21.0 3.0
No 20.0 13.0 15.0 2.0
f p <  .10; 'p  <  .05; **p <  .01; *** p <  .001
1 Note: ANOVAs were used for these analyses; b Note: Working couples only (N=580)
Wife Assaults and Education. The first part of Table 4-4 displays the results of 
analyses looking at the associations among ethnicity, educational attainment, and wife 
assaults. To look at these relationships a 4 (Educational attainment) by 4 (Ethnicity) 
ANOVAs was conducted. For the analyses looking at minor assaults on wives, there 
were significant main effects of ethnicity (df=3, F=6.602, p <  .000). Across all 
categories of education Cuban Americans reported the lowest rates of minor assaults on 
wives.
Employment Status and Husband to Wife Violence. To examine the relationships 
among ethnicity, employment status, and husband to wife violence a  3 (Employment 
Status) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. The results indicate that there was a 
significant main effect for ethnicity (df=3, F=6.791, p <  .001). Cuban Americans 
reported the lowest rates of husband to wife violence.
Family Work Structure and Wife Assaults. In addition to husband’s employment 
status, the relationships among family work structure, ethnicity, and spousal violence 
were also examined. To do this, a 4 (Family Work Structure) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA 
was performed. There was a significant main effect for ethnicity (df=3, £=6.673,
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£< .001). Similar to previous analyses, Cuban Americans reported the lowest rates of 
minor assaults on wives.
In addition to differences in amount worked, wife’s employment outside the home 
was also examined by itself as a risk factor for wife assaults. A 2 (Wife’s Employment 
outside the home) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was conducted to look at this relationship. 
There was a significant main effect for ethnicity (df=3, F=6.568, p <  .001).
Minor Wife Assaults and Occupational Status Discrepancies. To examine the 
relationships among ethnicity, occupational prestige differences, and spousal violence a 
3 (Occupational prestige differences) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. The 
analyses showed that there was a significant main effect for ethnicity (df=3, F=4.305, 
£=.005).
Differences in occupational type were used as another indicator of status 
discrepancies in couples. The results o f analyses using this measure are presented in the 
last section of Table 4-4. A 4 (Occupational Status Discrepancies) by 4 (Ethnicity) 
ANOVA was conducted to examine the relationships among ethnicity, status 
discrepancies, and spousal violence. There was a significant main effect for ethnicity 
only (df=3, F=4.528, p=.004).
Poverty and Minor Wife Assaults. The last section of Table 4-4 presents the results 
of analyses looking at the association between poverty and minor wife assaults among 
Hispanic Americans. The results of a 2 (Living in Poverty) by 4 (Ethnicity) ANOVA 
reveal that there was a significant main effect for ethnicity only (df=3, F=6.284,
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E< .001). Across categories of poverty, Cuban Americans reported the lowest rates of 
minor assaults on wives.
Severe Wife Assaults Among Hispanic Americans.
The data displayed in Table 4-5 considers at the relationships between structural 
factors and severe wife assaults for three of the Hispanic groups, because Cuban 
Americans did not report any instances of severe husband to wife violence.
Table 4-5. Associations among ethnicity, structural factors, and severe wife assaults 










Less than H.S. 5.0 4.0 7.0
High School 0.0 10.0 4.0
College 23.0 8.0 0.0
College+ 0.0 0.0 0.0
W Education*
Less than H.S. 2.0 5.0 2.0
High School 13.0 4.0 9.0
College 7.0 4.0 4.0
College+ 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emplovment Status
H work full time 7.0 4.0 5.0
H work part time 0.0 10.0 14.0
H not work 5.0 5.0 2.0
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H&W not work 3.0 3.0 3.0
W more 10.0 7.0 0.0
W equal 0.0 6.0 5.0
H more 12.0 5.0 6.0
W work outside home 4.0 6.0 4.0
W not work outside home 7.0 4.0 5.0
Occupational Status Discrepancies 
W higher prestigeb 5.0 3.0 7.0
W equal 4.0 11.0 0.0
W lower 8.0 3.0 5.0
H&W Professional6 3.0 7.0 6.0
H Professional 6.0 3.0 3.0
W Professional 0.0 25.0 0.0
H&W Non-Professional 12.0 0.0 0.0
Living in Poverty
Yes 8.0 5.0 6.0
No 7.0 5.0 3.0
* Note: T-tests were used for these analyses; b Note: Working couples only (N=580) 
t  p <  .10; * p <  .05; ** p < .01; *** p <  .001
Education. The results of a 4 (Education) by 3 (Ethnicity) ANOVA examining the 
association between years of schooling and severe wife assaults were presented in the 
first row of Table 4-5. There were no significant main effects for either husband’s 
educational attainment or ethnicity, however, there was a significant interaction effect 
(df=6, F=2.524, p=.020). Among Puerto Ricans the highest rates of violence were 
found among those who went to college, whereas among Mexicans high school graduates
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reported the highest rates of violence, and among Mexican Americans, the highest rates 
o f severe wife assaults were reported by those with less than a high school education. 
There were no significant effects in the ANOVA using wife’s educational attainment.
Husband’s Employment Status and Severe Wife Assaults. The next section of the 
table presents the results of analyses looking at associations between husband’s 
employment status and severe violence for each of the three Hispanic groups. A 3 
(Employment Status) by 3 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed to look at these 
relationships. There were no significant effects.
Severe Husband to Wife Violence and Family Work Structure. Different 
combinations of work arrangements in the family and their relationship to severe wife 
assaults were also examined. To examine these relationships a 4 (Family Work 
Structure) by 3 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was conducted. There were no significant effects.
The influence of the wife working in the paid labor force on severe wife assaults 
was also examined. For this analysis, a 2 (Wife Working Outside the Home) by 3 
(Ethnicity) ANOVA was performed. There were no significant effects.
Occupational Status Discrepancies and Severe Wife Assaults. The next section of 
Table 4-5 presents the results of analyses looking at differences in prestige levels and 
occupational types for husband and wives for each of the three Hispanic groups. For this 
analysis, a 3 (Occupational Prestige Differences) by 3 (Ethnicity) ANOVA was 
conducted. There were no significant effects in this analysis.
As another indicator of status discrepancies, differences in husbands and wives 
occupations defined as professional versus non-professional were examined. A 4
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(Occupational Status) by 3 (Ethnicity) was performed to look at the relationships among 
ethnicity, status discrepancies, and severe husband to wife violence. The results of the 
analyses revealed no significant effects.
Poverty and Severe Violence. The results of a 2 (Poverty) by 3 (Ethnicity) ANOVA 
examining the relationship between living below the poverty line and severe wife assaults 
for each of the three Hispanic groups were presented in the last row of Table 4-5. There 
were no significant effects for this analysis.
Multivariate Analyses 
Logistic regression was used to assess the ability of the structural variables 
examined to predict spousal violence. This method was chosen because the violence 
outcome variables were dichotomous and thus it would be inappropriate to use Ordinary 
Least Squares (OLS) regression. In each model only the variables which were 
significantly associated with the dependent variable, spousal violence, at the bivariate 
level were included. In addition, age was included as a control variable.
Hispanic and Anglo Sample
The analyses presented in the top half of Table 4-6 look at predictors of husband 
to wife violence for the total sample of both Anglo and Hispanic Americans. Variables 
included in this analyses were poverty, husband working at a professional occupation, 
Ethnicity (l=Hispanic), and husband’s age. Husband age is the only factor which 
significantly predicts minor wife assaults. Specifically, the older an individual is, the 
less likely he is to assault his wife.
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Table 4-6. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Husband to Wife
Violence: Total Sample (N= 1768)
fi S.E. Sig. Odds Ratio
Poverty
Minor Violence 
.13 .20 .53 1.13
H Professional .13 .18 .48 1.14
Hispanic vs. Anglo .06 .18 .75 1.06
H Age -.05 .01 .00 .95







p <  .001
Severe Violence
H Unemployed1 .08. .45 .861.08
H Work Part Time .98 .53 .062.68
Poor .06 .37 .871.06
H Professional .79 .41 .062.19
Hisp. vs. Anglo .27 .33 .411.31
H Age -.06 .01 .00.94
-2 Log Likelihood 379.595
Model Chi-Square 39.836
df 6
Sig. B <  .001
1 Note: Reference category is Husband Work Full Time.
The bottom part of Table 4-6 presents the results of analyses looking at factors 
predicting severe wife assaults. Included in this model were husband employment status 
(two dummy variables were created from a categorical variable so that the referent
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category was husband working full time), poverty, husband employment in a professional 
occupation, ethnicity, and husband’s age. The results presented in the table indicate that 
families in which the husband worked part time were more than 2 1/2 times more likely 
to assault their wives compared to families where the husband was employed full time. 
Moreover severe wife assaults were more than twice as likely to occur in families where 
the husband held a professional occupation. Youth was a significant predictor of severe 
husband to wife violence.
Anglo Sample
Table 4-7 presents the results of analyses looking at husband to wife violence for 
the sample of Anglo Americans. Included in this model were poverty, wife working 
outside the home (1 =yes), and husband’s age. For both minor and severe wife assaults 
youth was the only significant predictor.
Table 4-7. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Husband to Wife 
Violence: Anglo Sample (N=1025)
fi S.E. Sig. Odds Ratio
Poverty
Minor Violence 
.46 .34 .18 1.59
W Work Outside Home .18 .24 .46 1.19
H Age -.04 .01 .00 .96







E <  .001
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Table 4-7 Continued.





















None of the variables included in the bivariate analyses were significantly associated 
with either minor or severe wife assault. However, analyses were conducted using the 
variables related to the central hypotheses. There was only one model which contained 
significant variables other than husband’s age. The results o f this analyses are presented 
in Table 4-8. Included in this model were husband’s age, husband’s educational 
attainment, poverty, wife working in the paid labor force, husband working part time, 
husband unemployed, and three Hispanic group dummy variables. As shown in Table
4-8, in addition to youth, husband’s unemployment was also a risk factor for wife 
assaults. Hispanic husbands who were unemployed were more than two times as likely 
as those who were employed full time to use minor physical assaults against their wives. 
Group contrasts revealed that both Mexicans and Cubans were significantly less likely 
than Puerto Ricans to engage in minor wife assaults.
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Table 4-8. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Minor Husband to Wife
Violence among Hispanic Americans (N=695)
6 S.E. Sig.Odds Ratio
Minor Violence
Husb. Age -.07 .01 .00 .93
Husb. Educ. -.02 .05 .70 .99
Poverty -.07 .26 .79 .89
Wife Work Outside Home -.13 .26 .62 .89
Husb. Work Part Time -.29 .65 .66 .72
Husb. Unemployed .73 .27 .01 2.15
Mexican vs. PR -.64 .35 .07 .53
Mex. Amer. vs PR -.24 .36 .51 .79
Cuban vs. PR -1.85 .66 .01 .16
-2 Log Likelihood 476.496
Model Chi-Square 74.291
df 9
Sig. E <  .001
* Note: Reference category is Husband Work Full Time.
Summary
The analyses presented above reveal a number of important ethnic differences in 
structural factors. These differences proved to be the most interesting as many of the 
structural factors were not significantly related to spousal violence. Anglo Americans 
tended to have a higher socioeconomic status than did Hispanic Americans as evidenced 
by their higher educational attainment and location in the occupational sector. In 
contrast, Hispanic Americans were more likely to be unemployed and working in service, 
farming, and labor occupations compared to Anglo Americans. Anglo Americans were
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also more likely to have two incomes, which would increase their economic position and 
stability. Hispanic Americans reported higher rates of minor and severe wife assaults, 
however, the differences were only significant for severe assaults.
The analyses revealed important within group differences as well, although due to 
the weighting procedure many of them were not significant. Although Hispanic 
Americans as a group were more disadvantaged socioeconomically compared to Anglo 
Americans, there were also ethnic differences among Hispanic Americans. For example, 
Mexicans had the fewest years of education and were also the poorest of the Hispanic 
groups. Half o f Mexican wives stayed at home taking care of their family compared to 
almost half of Cuban wives who worked full time outside the home. Cuban Americans 
emerged as the most advantaged group. They were more likely than the other groups 
to have dual incomes, and to be working in managerial or professional specialty type 
occupations. Cuban American husbands were also generally the least violent of the 
Hispanic groups. In contrast, Puerto Rican and Mexican American husbands were most 
likely to use violence against their wives.
Significant associations between structural factors and wife assaults were found 
among both Anglo and Hispanic Americans. In this sample, women working outside the 
home and poverty were associated with higher levels of husband to wife violence among 
Anglo Americans. This is particularly interesting because so many more Anglo women 
than Hispanic women worked outside the home and Anglo families were significantly less 
likely to be living in poverty. Dual wage earning families, although more economically 
stable , may experience conflict because of contradictions with traditional gender roles.
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These gender role conflicts may not be as problematic for Hispanic families, because 
women working could be interpreted as watching out for the welfare o f the family. By 
working, Hispanic women may be able to improve the economic position of the family, 
and make their children’s lives a little easier. In addition, since there is less variability 
in poverty for Hispanic Americans, it may not be as traumatic as it is for Anglo 
Americans, which may explain the relationship to spousal violence. Among Hispanic 
families, husband’s unemployment was the only structural factor associated with wife 
assaults. This is an interesting result in light of the fact that poverty was not a significant 
risk factor for spousal violence for Hispanic Americans. This result would tend to 
support the strain theory argument. Hispanic men are socialized to be providers for their 
families and if they are not working, they are not fulfilling their obligations. The result 
of this strain could be increased rates of wife assault.
Although this chapter examined the relationships among ethnicity, structural factors, 
and spousal violence, it did not consider how these factors are related to cultural factors, 
and in turn to spousal violence. This is addressed in Chapter 5.
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CHAPTER 5
THE INTERACTION BETWEEN FAMILY RELATIONS 
AND STRUCTURAL FACTORS
Sociological explanations of spousal violence have tended to focus on structural 
factors as explanations of this behavior. It is possible, however, that the social structure 
may influence family relations in such a way as to increase the likelihood of intimate 
violence. For example, although economic need may make it necessary for women to 
work, this may conflict with traditional gender role socialization and increase the risk for 
intimate violence. In addition, poverty may have more of an impact on large families 
than on smaller families. Previous analyses has indicated that Hispanic American 
families are larger than Anglo American families and are also much more likely to be 
living in poverty. Conditions such as this may put these families at an increased risk for 
spousal violence. This chapter will address these mechanisms by examining the 
interrelationships among a variety of family and structural factors, ethnicity, and spousal 
violence.
Descriptive information and bivariate associations among cultural factors and 
spousal violence, and structural factors and spousal violence have already been discussed, 
therefore this chapter will focus on multivariate analyses. These analyses were conducted 
to answer several questions.
1. Are there variations in the predictors of spousal violence as a function
of ethnicity?
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2. Does the combination of family and structural factors lead to spousal 
violence?
3. When structural and family factors are examined together, what factors 
predict spousal violence among a sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans?
Ethnic Differences in Family Relations and Structural Factors 
This chapter examines many independent variables and combinations of variables 
therefore, to avoid a confusing mass of findings, separate results for minor and severe 
violence will not be presented. Instead, the dependent variable will be the occurrence 
of any assaultive acts, regardless of the severity. The analyses in previous chapters have 
suggested that there are a number of important ethnic differences in both structural and 
family variables. For example, Hispanic American individuals as a group were younger, 
tended to have larger families, and wer in relationships of shorter duration compared to 
Anglo Americans. Hispanic Americans were more likely than Anglo Americans to have 
a male dominated power structure and they were also less likely to approve of violence 
than were Anglo Americans. Hispanic individuals were also much more likely to be 
living in poverty and working in lower status jobs than were Anglo individuals. In this 
chapter, the conceptual areas that were previously examined separately will considered 
together.
Associations among Family Factors. Structural Factors, and Spousal Violence 
Several of the structural and family variables previously examined were associated 
with spousal violence. For example, youth and normative approval of violence were 
associated with increased risk for spousal violence among both Hispanic and Anglo 
Americans. A male dominated family power structure was associated with wife assaults
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for Hispanic Americans but not for Anglo Americans. Among Anglo Americans, women 
working outside the home and poverty were associated with increased risk for spousal 
violence. None of the structural variables were associated with spousal violence for the 
sample of Hispanic Americans.
Measures
In these analyses, the following independent variables will be used: poverty (a 
dummy variables); family work structure (See Chapter 4: uses two dummy variables 
whereby either the husband or the wife working more than the other is compared to both 
husband and wife working equal amounts); husband’s employment status (two dummy 
variables, husband works part time vs. other; husband is unemployed vs other, using as 
the referent group husband works full time), husband age (a continuous variable), 
husband’s ethnicity (in analyses with the total sample a dummy variable coded 
l=Hispanic was used, for the Hispanic sample, Puerto Rican Americans were the 
referent group), household size (a continuous variable), family power structure (male 
dominated families vs. other types), and normative approval o f violence (a dummy 
variable coded l=yes). the dependent variable in these analyses was any husband to 
wife violence (a dummy variable).
Data Analyses Plan
In order to answer the research questions several models were examined. The first 
three models included both the sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans. Each model 
included age and a Hispanic versus Anglo dichotomous variable. The three family 
factors were entered into separate models in order to assess their effects separate from
143
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
other cultural factors, and to reduce the number of effects that were to be tested. The 
next two models examined the effects of acculturation for the sample o f Hispanic 
Americans. Each of the two acculturation measures were entered into a separate model. 
Backward stepwise logistic regression was use to arrive at the most parsimonious model 
for each analysis. This procedure starts with all of the variables in the model and at each 
step variables are evaluated for entry and removal.
To answer the first research question, two-way interactions between ethnicity and 
each of the structural and cultural factors were also included in each model. To answer 
the second research question, three-way interaction terms comprised of ethnicity, the 
cultural factor, and each o f the structural factors were included in the model. The last 
research question was answered by combining both structural and cultural variables 
together. Separate analyses were conducted for the Anglo and Hispanic samples and 
lastly for the total sample. The results of these analyses are discussed below.
Results
Associations among Structural Factors. Household Size and Spousal Violence.
Table 5-1 presents the final results of a logistic regression analyses examining the 
relationships among the previously discussed structural variables, household size, and any 
instances of husband to wife violence. The results presented in the table represent the 
final model after the backwards stepwise procedure was finished. There were significant 
main effects for husband’s age and husband’s employment status. In particular, youth 
and both husband’s unemployment and part time employment increase the risks for wife
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assaults. Unemployed husbands were more than two times more likely to engage in 
assaults on their wives compared
Table 5-1. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural Factors and Household Size 
Predicting Any Husband to Wife Violence (Total Sample N=1666).
Variable fl S.E. Sig.
Odds
Ratio
Husband’s Age -.06 .01 .00 .94
Husband Unemployed .81 .20 .00 2.24
Husband Works Part Time .29 .39 .46 1.33
Ethnicity by Poverty -1.03 .55 .06 .36
Ethnicity by Household Size by Poverty
-2 log likelihood 1122.024 
Model Chi-Square 104.867 
df 5
Sig. p c .0 0 1
.23 .11 .04 1.25
to husbands who were employed full time. Husbands who were employed part time were 
33% more likely than those employed full time to assault their wives.
Interactions Between Ethnicity and Poverty. In addition to the significant main 
effects, several of the interactions were also significant. There was a significant 
interaction between ethnicity and poverty. This interaction is graphed in Figure 5-1. 
Economic situation, living above or below the poverty level (Poor= 1) is marked on the 
horizontal axis. Husband to wife violence is marked on the vertical axis. The top line 
represents the association between poverty and husband to wife violence for Hispanic 
Americans. The bottom line represents this same association for Anglo Americans. 
Among both Anglo and Hispanic American families poverty is associated with higher
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levels of violence, however, there is a larger difference between poor and nonpoor Anglo 
families than between poor and nonpoor Hispanic families.
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Interactions Among Ethnicity. Household Size, and Poverty. There was also a 
significant three-way interaction between ethnicity, household size, and poverty. This 
interaction effect is graphed in Figure 5-2. The top half of the figure shows the 
relationship between family size and husband to wife violence, for Hispanic and Anglo 
families living above the poverty line. The bottom half of the figure shows this same 
relationship for Hispanic and Anglo families living below the poverty line. Household 
size is represented on the horizontal axis (0 = families with up to three people, 1 =  families 
with 4 or more people). Husband to wife violence is represented on the vertical axis. 
Among individuals living in poverty, larger households were associated with higher 
levels of husband to wife violence in Hispanic families, but not in Anglo families. In 
fact, among Anglo families living in poverty, larger households were associated with 
lower levels of wife assaults. There were no ethnic differences in husband to wife 
violence as a function of household size among those families living above the poverty 
line.
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Figure 5-2. Three-way Interaction Effect Between 
Ethnicity, Household Size, and Poverty
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Associations among Structural Factors. Family Power Structure, and Spousal Violence 
Table 5-2 presents the results of analyses looking at the relationships among 
structural factors, family power structure, and any husband to wife violence for the 
sample of Anglo and Hispanic Americans. Similar to the first model, youth, husband’s 
unemployment and husband’s part time employment were significantly associated with 
increased risk for wife assaults. Interestingly, ethnicity was not a significant predictor 
of husband to wife violence.
Table 5-2. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural Factors and Family Power 
Predicting Any Husband to Wife Violence (Total Sample N=1612).
Odds
Variable 8 S.E. Sig^ Ratio
Husband’s Age -.06 .01 .00 .94
Husband Unemployed .73 .20 .00 2.07
Husband Works Part Time .30 .39 .44 1.35
Ethnicity by Male Dominated Household .60 .26 .02 1.83
-2 log likelihood 1096.960 
Model Chi-Square 100.118 
df 4
Sig. p< .001
Interactions among Ethnicity and Family Power Structure. In addition to the 
significant main effects, there was also a significant effect of the interaction between 
ethnicity and male dominated households. This is graphed in Figure 5-3. In this figure, 
family power structure (l=M ale Dominated) is located on the horizontal axis and 
husband to wife violence is located on the vertical axis. The analysis plotted in Figure
5-3 indicates that among Hispanic Americans, a male dominated family power structures
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was associated with higher levels of violence, whereas among Anglo families, it 
associated with slightly lower levels of violence.
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Associations among Structural Factors. Normative Approval o f Violence, and Spousal 
Violence.
Table 5-3 presents the results o f an analysis looking at the relationships among 
structural factors, approval o f a husband slapping a wife, and any husband to wife 
violence. There were significant main effects for Husband’s age, violence approval, and 
husband’s employment status. Specifically, older individuals were significantly less 
likely to engage in husband to wife violence. In addition, individuals who approved of 
a husband slapping a wife were more than two times more likely to engage in wife 
assault. Families in which the husband was not working were more than two times as 
likely to engage in wife assault compared to when the husband worked full time. In 
families where the husband worked only part time, women were 35 % more likely to be 
assaulted by their husbands compared to families in which the husband was working full 
time.
Table 5-3. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural Factors and Normative Approval 
of Violence Predicting Any Husband to Wife Violence (Total Sample N=1660).
Odds
Variable fi S.E. Sis. Ratio
Husband’s Age -.06 .01 .00 .94
Approve of Husband Slapping Wife .78 .20 .00 2.19
Husband Unemployed .84 .20 .00 2.33
Husband Works Part Time .30 .39 .43 1.35
-2 log likelihood 1111.449 
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Associations among Structural Factors. Generational Status, and Spousal Violence
The results of the analysis looking at the factors predicting husband to wife 
violence for the sample of Hispanic Americans are presented in Table 5-4. In this model 
the structural factors included are poverty, family work structure, and husband’s 
employment status. In addition husband’s generational status was included as a measure 
of acculturation. It is apparent that youth and husband’s unemployment significantly 
increase the risk for wife assaults. In addition, second generation husbands were 
significantly more likely to assault their wives. Poverty and work amount discrepancies 
between the husband and the wife as well as the interaction terms did not remain in the 
model.
Table 5-4. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural Factors and Generational Status 
Predicting Any Husband to Wife Violence (Hispanic Sample N=674).
Odds
Variable fi S.E. Sim Ratio
Husband’s Age -.07 .01 .00 .94
Husband Unemployed .65 .27 .02 1.91
Husband Works Part Time -.35 .64 .59 .71
Husband First Generation .54 .37 .15 1.71
Husband Second Generation .74 .28 .01 2.10
-2 log likelihood 476.770 
Model Chi-Square 64.160 
df 5
Sig. p< .001
Associations among Structural Factors. Language Preference, and Spousal Violence 
The results of the analysis looking at the risk factors for wife assault for the 
sample of Hispanic Americans are presented in Table 5-5. In this model, the English
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language preference scale was used as a measure of acculturation. The results of the 
analysis presented in Table 5-6
Table 5-5. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural Factors and Language Preference 
Predicting Any Husband to Wife Violence (Hispanic Sample N=695).
Variable B S.E. Sig,
Odds
Ratio
Husband’s Age -.07 .01 .00 .93
Language Preference by Unemployment .07 .02 .00 1.08
Language Preference by Part Time Employment -.02 .06 .78 .98
-2 log likelihood 492.238
Model Chi-Square 65.921
df 3
Sig. p c .0 0 1
indicate that the only significant main effect for husband to wife assault was youth. The 
interaction between husband’s language preference and unemployment was also 
significant. This was graphed in figure 5-4.
Interactions among Language Preference. Unemployment, and Wife Assault. The 
significant interaction between language preference and husband’s unemployment is 
graphed in Figure 5-4. Husband’s employment status (Employed Full Time=0, 
Unemployed=1) is marked on the horizontal axis. Husband to wife violence is marked 
on the vertical axis. The top line represents the association between unemployment and 
husband to wife violence for Hispanic Americans who prefer to speak English. The 
bottom line represents this same association for those who prefer to speak Spanish. 
Among Hispanic Americans with a preference for English unemployment is associated
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with higher levels of violence, whereas among Hispanic individuals with a preference for 
Spanish unemployment is associated with lower levels of wife assaults. If Hispanic 
individuals who prefer English over Spanish can be considered more acculturated, these 
results tend to support Strain Theory.
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Are Structural or Family Relation Factors Better Predictors of Wife Assault?
To answer the last research question, two models that contained structural, cultural, 
and family factors were examined separately for Anglo and Hispanic Americans. The 
following variables were included in each of the models husband’s employment status, 
poverty, husband’s educational attainment, approval of a husband slapping a wife, male 
dominated family, household size, and husband’s age. The Hispanic model also included 
group contrasts. The results of these analyses are presented in Table 5-6. The first 
column presents the model for Anglo Americans. Husband’s unemployment, approval 
of a husband slapping a wife, and youth were all significant risk factors for assaults on 
wives. In particular, unemployment more than doubled the odds of wife assault and 
normative approval of violence increased the risk for wife assaults by 92%. The second 
column of Table 5-6 presents the analysis for the Hispanic sample. Similar to the Anglo 
model, youth, unemployment, and violence approval were all significant risk factors for 
assaults on wives. In addition, male dominated families were at twice the risk for 
husband to wife violence than families with other power structures. Group contrasts 
revealed that Cuban Americans were at significantly decreased risk for wife assaults 
compared to Puerto Rican Americans, the referent group.
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Table 5-6. Logistic Regression Analyses of Structural and Family Factors as Risk Factors










Husband Work Part Time .74 2.09 -.28 .76
(.55) (.66)
Husband Unemployed .74* 2.09 .78’* 2.18
(.36) (.28)
Poverty -.09 .91 -.07 .93
(.39) (.27)
Husband Education -.04 .96 -.01 .99
(.04) (.05)
Approve Husband Slap Wife .65* 1.92 .77* 2.16
(.27) (.33)
Male Dominated Family .05 1.05 .65* 1.91
(.34) (.29)
Household Size -.04 .96 .10 1.10
(.09) (.09)
Husband Age -.05*** .95 -.07*** .93
(.01) (.01)
Mexican vs. Puerto Rican -.54 .58
(.37)
Mexican American vs. Puerto Rican -.09 .91
(.38)
Cuban vs. Puerto Rican -1.65*** .19
(.67)
-2 Log Likelihood 595.839 460.027
Model Chi-Square 43.913 83.047
df 8 11
Significance P <  .001 P <  .OC
‘ P <  .05; ** P <  .01; '** P <  .001
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Summary
The analyses presented above indicated that there were several common predictors 
of wife assaults. Regardless of the model, youth and husband’s unemployment were 
consistently significant risk factors for husband to wife violence. Male dominated 
families and normative approval of violence also significantly increased the likelihood of 
assaults on wives. Interestingly, the Hispanic/Anglo ethnicity variable did not remain 
in any of the analyses using the total sample. Among Hispanic Americans, generational 
status, specifically second generation husbands, were at a greater risk for assaulting their 
wives. Structural and family factors do not affect Anglo and Hispanic Americans 
equally, however. For example, poverty increased the risk for wife assaults among both 
Anglo and Hispanic Americans but at different levels. In addition, a male dominated 
family power structure increased the risk for husband to wife violence among Hispanic 
but not Anglo families. Among more acculturated Hispanic Americans, as measured by 
language preference, unemployment was associated higher levels of violence, whereas 
among less acculturated individuals it was not. This result supports the argument of 
Strain Theory. More acculturated Hispanic individuals may have adopted the norms and 
values of Anglo culture, part of which includes economic success. Those who have not 
achieved this success but who desire it, such as acculturated and unemployed Hispanic 
individuals, may be more likely to react to this strain with violence. There was also 
evidence to suggest that the combination of certain structural and cultural factors 
increased the risks for wife assaults. Large households, for example, increased the risk 
for wife assaults among poor Hispanic families, but not poor Anglo families. Family
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size, therefore, affects both Hispanic and Anglo families differently depending on the 
economic situation.
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CHAPTER 6
FEMALE PERPETRATED SPOUSAL VIOLENCE
There is a great deal o f controversy surrounding the issue of female perpetrated 
family violence (Straus, 1993). Research using national probability studies has often 
found rates of female perpetrated partner violence as high or higher than male perpetrated 
partner violence (Straus et. al., 1980; Sorenson & Telles, 1991). This has been the 
subject of considerable debate between family violence researchers, women’s advocates, 
and shelter workers. One argument that consistently appears in the literature is that 
women are very rarely the sole perpetrators of intimate violence (Shupe, Stacey, & 
Hazlewood, 1987). Kaufman Kantor and Asdigian’s (in press), earlier analyses of the 
NAFVS, for example, found that the majority of respondents who used violence against 
their partners reported that their partners also used violence against them. In fact, some 
researchers have referred to this mutuality of violence in terms of a symbiotic 
relationship between a man and a women in which each person’s violence, or reaction 
to it depends on the other’s (Shupe, Stacey, & Hazlewood, 1987). In addition, although 
there is evidence of higher rates of assaults on husbands than assaults on wives, these 
figures do not address the social context of spousal violence and do not consider the 
extent of victimization each person suffers. Evidence from the first national family 
violence survey suggests that most violence by wives is self-defensive, and men have a 
greater tendency to inflict injury than do women (Straus et. al, 1980).
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The idea of women as aggressors is supported somewhat by research on child 
abuse. For example, results from the 1975 National Family Violence Survey indicated 
that mothers were more likely to abuse their children then were fathers (Straus et. al., 
1980). However, more recent research has suggested that there are no differences 
between mothers and fathers in incidence rates of child abuse (Wauchope & Straus, 
1990). Outside the family, women are less likely than men to be arrested for violent 
crimes (U.S. Department of Justice, 1994). This chapter will address the mechanisms of 
female perpetrated violence in the context of assaults against the partner.
The Relationship Between Power and Assaults on Husbands 
Violence in the family often revolves around the issue of power and control. 
Although women may be socialized to be submissive, it is possible that non-egalitarian 
relationships and feelings of oppression might ultimately lead them to use violence 
against their husbands. It was hypothesized, therefore, that discrepancies in power would 
be a risk factor for female perpetrated violence. In this research power is measured 
relative to economic or social resources. When one member of a couple works at a 
higher status job than the other, or works more hours than the other, they have more 
social and economic resources and consequently, more power. It was hypothesized 
therefore, that in families where both members of the couple worked, when women 
worked more than their husbands, violence would be more likely to occur. Relative to 
the latter, if a woman had a higher prestige job than her husband, it was hypothesized 
that she would be more likely to use violence against him.
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Family Power Structure and Assaults on Husbands
It was demonstrated in a  previous chapter that Hispanic families were more likely 
than Anglo families to follow a more traditional family role structure. For example, 
Hispanic Americans as a group were more likely than Anglo families to be male 
dominated and Hispanic women were more likely than Anglo women to stay at home 
rather than work outside the home. There is also evidence that cultural scripts such as 
"marianismo" prescribe certain behaviors for Hispanic women including submissiveness 
(Perilla et al., 1994). It was hypothesized, therefore, Hispanic women would be less 
likely than Anglo women to be violent because of their traditional gender role 
socialization. It is possible, however, that if  Hispanic women were able to gain more 
power than their husbands, by working at a higher status job for example, then their use 
of aggression towards husbands might increase. In other words, women would be more 
likely to be aggressive when they had more power than their husband.
Acculturation and Assaults on Husbands.
Among Hispanic Americans, acculturation may also influence rates o f assaults on 
husbands. As Hispanic women come to adopt Anglo cultural values, they may reject the 
traditional cultural scripts requiring submissiveness. One possible consequence is 
increased rates of assaults on husbands. In addition, as they become acculturated, 
Hispanic women may begin to move outside the family unit into other social spheres, 
which may increase their independence and could increase rates of assaults on husbands.
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Based on the literature, the following hypotheses were developed:
1. Hispanic women are socialized into submissive roles and are therefore not 
expected to be aggressive, so they should have lower rates of spousal 
violence than Anglo women.
2. Women are more likely to be violent towards their husbands when their 
occupation is of a higher status than their husband’s.
3. Women who work more than their husband are more likely to be violent 
towards their husbands compared to women who work as much or less than 
their husband.
4. Among Hispanic Americans, more acculturated women would be more 
likely to be violent towards their husbands.
5. Younger women, both Hispanic and Anglo will be more likely to use 
violence towards their husbands.
6. Female perpetrated violence is likely to occur concurrently with male 
perpetrated violence.
Measures
In order to address each of the hypotheses, several independent variables were 
included in each of the models. Wife’s education (a continuous variable) was used to 
control for socioeconomic status. In addition, the effects of age were controlled by 
including wife’s age (a continuous variable) in the model. A dummy variable coded 1 
for Hispanic and 0 for Anglo was also included in the models looking at the entire 
sample. To examine the mutuality of intimate violence, any husband to wife violence 
was included in each model as an independent variable. To examine the effect of 
occupational status discrepancies on assaults against husbands a dummy variable coded 
1 if  the wife had an occupation with a higher status than her husband was included in one 
of the models. In addition, a dummy variable coded 1 if the wife worked more than her
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husband was included in one model to examine the effects of discrepancies in work 
amounts between husbands and wives. For the analyses using the sample of Hispanic 
Americans only, the acculturation measures generational status (an ordinal variable), and 
English preference (a continuous variable) were included. Group contrasts were also 
performed for the Hispanic sample for minor wife to husband violence. Because there 
is so much controversy surrounding the issue of female perpetrated violence, parallel 
analyses were also performed using assaults by men as the dependent variable.
Data Analyses Plan
In this chapter, the first analyses examined ethnic differences in rates of assaults 
on husbands in order to test the first hypothesis. The next series of analyses examined 
the effect of power differences and assaults by husbands on violence against husbands. 
Finally, the last set of analyses looked at the influence of acculturation on assaults 
against husbands. Parallel analyses were also performed looking at the same models for 
assaults against wives.
Results
Incidence of Female Perpetrated Violence Among Anglo and Hispanic Americans
Table 6-1 presents the results of crosstabulations between ethnicity and different 
levels of assaults against husbands. The analyses presented in this table were weighted 
to make it possible to establish prevalence rates which are then generalizable to the 
population of Hispanic Americans living in the United States.
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The analyses presented in the top section of the table consider rates of violence in 
Anglo families compared to Hispanic American families. Since Hispanic women are
Table 6-1. Wife to Husband Violence Among Anglo and Hispanic Husbands (Weighted)
Anglo Hispanic
(N=1025) (N=743)
% Minor W-H Violence 12.7 18.4 P <  .10
% Severe W-H Violence 5.7 6.9 n.s.
Puerto Mexican
Rican Mexican American Cuban
(N=105) (N=327) (N=175) (N=136)
% Minor W-H Violence 31.2 13.0 15.6 26.3 ns
% Severe W-H Violence 4.8 8.2 9.1 ns
Note: Crosstabulations were used for these analyses.
socialized to be submissive more so than Anglo women, it was hypothesized that 
Hispanic women would have lower rates of husband assault than Anglo women. Looking 
at the table, however it is apparent that this was not the case. Hispanic American women 
reported a rate of minor violence against their husbands that was almost 1 1/2 times 
greater than Anglo women. Severe assaults against husbands were also more likely to 
occur among Hispanic Americans, however, the difference was not large enough to be 
statistically significant.
The analyses displayed in the bottom section of Table 6-1 examine the differences 
in rates of assaults against husbands among the four main Hispanic groups. Puerto Rican
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wives reported the highest rate of minor wife to husband violence and Mexican wives the 
lowest, however, the differences were not statistically significant. In terms of severe 
assaults towards husbands, Mexican American wives reported rates that were almost 
twice as high as those reported by Puerto Rican wives. Cuban American wives did not 
report any instances of severe violence against husbands.
Power Discrepancies and Husband Assaults among Anglo and Hispanic Working Couples
Occupational Status Discrepancies as a Risk Factor for Wife to Husband Violence. 
In order to test the hypotheses regarding power differences and the mutuality of domestic 
violence, logistic regression analyses were performed examining predictors for both 
minor and severe wife to husband violence. Table 6-2 displays the results of these 
analyses.
Wife’s education was not a significant predictor of either minor or severe assaults 
on husbands. However, the incidence of assaults by husbands on wives was a highly 
significant predictor of female perpetrated violence. In fact, the wife was more than 80 
times more likely to use minor violence and almost 30 times more likely to use severe 
violence in families where the husband was also violent. Although this odds ratio is 
extremely large, the small standard errors allow confidence in the model. Youth was a 
significant risk factor for both minor and severe violence against husbands. Interestingly, 
discrepancies in occupational prestige between marital partners did not significantly affect 
the risks for assaults on husbands. Ethnicity was not significantly associated with 
assaults on husbands.
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Table 6-2. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife to Husband Violence






Variable fi Ratio 6 Ratio
Wife’s Educ. .05 1.05 -.07 .93
(.05) (.07)
Husb. to Wife Violence 4.39*“ 80.66 3.39“ * 29.73
(.29)* (.36)
Wife’s Age -.06“ * .94 -.02+ .98
(.01) (.01)
Wife Higher Status Job .20 1.23 -.19 .83
(.28) (.36)
Hispanic vs. Anglo -.51* .60 .17 1.18
(.32) (.36)
-2 log likelihood 435.441 289.747
Model Chi-Square 423.411 136.991
df 5 5
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors.
* P <  .05; "  P <  .01; *** P <  .001
Differences in Amount Worked as a Risk Factor for Assaults on Husbands. In 
addition to working at a higher prestige job, another possible risk factor for husband 
assaults occurs when the wife works more than her husband. Table 6-3 presents the 
results of analyses which examined a model including occupational status discrepancies. 
Similar to the results found in Table 6-2, husband to wife violence, and youth were 
significant predictors of assaults on husbands and education was not. Interestingly, in 
this analysis, ethnicity was a significant predictor for minor assaults on husbands. 
Hispanic women were at a significantly greater risk for assaulting their spouse then were
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Table 6-3. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife to Husband Violence








Wife’s Educ. .05 1.05 -.07 .93
(.05) (.06)
Husb. to Wife Violence 4.16"* 63.97 3.32"* 27.66
(.27)* (.37)
Wife’s Age -.05"* .95 -.04" .96
(-01) (.01)
W Work More than H -.21 .81 -.01 .99
(.28) (.34)
Hispanic vs. Anglo -.56+ .57 .08 .92
(.32) (.37)
-2 log likelihood 451.704 281.215
Model Chi-Square 409.965 143.762
df 5 5
Sig. P <  .001 P < .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors.
* P <  .05; ** P <  .01; *" P <  .001
Anglo women. Once again, however, power discrepancies between the husband and wife 
as measured by amount worked did not significantly predict either minor or severe wife 
to husband violence.
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Acculturation and Husband Assaults among Hispanic Americans
Generational Status. Table 6-4 presents the results of the analyses incorporating 
generational status as a measure of acculturation. Dummy variables for three of the four 
Hispanic groups, were included in the model for minor violence, thus making it possible 
to examine group contrasts. In this case, the referent group was Puerto Rican 
Americans. Similar to previous analyses with the entire sample of Anglo and Hispanic 
Americans, the presence of male perpetrated violence as well as youth significantly 
increased the risk for both minor and severe husband assaults. Generational status, 
however, was not a significant risk factor for wife to husband violence. Moreover, only 
Cuban Americans were significantly different from Puerto Rican Americans. 
Additionally, education was not a significant predictor of female perpetrated spousal 
violence.
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Table 6-4. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife to Husband Violence






Variable 8 Ratio 8 Ratio
Wife’s Educ. .10 1.10 -.00 1.00
(.06) (.07)
Husb. to Wife Violence 3.94*** 51.40 2.96"* 19.36
(.33)* (.40)
Wife’s Age -.05** .95 -.05* .95
(.02) (.02)
W Generational Status -.14 .87 .34 1.41
(.33) (.22)
Mexican vs. PR -.61 .54
(.46)
Mex American vs. PR -.23 .80
(.65)
Cuban vs. PR -1.47t .23
(.78)
-2 log likelihood 279.671 216.264
Model Chi-Square 262.658 102.230
df 7 4
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
1 Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
* P .05; "  P <  .01; *** P <  .001
Language Preference. In addition to generational status, English language 
preference and use was also examined as an indicator of acculturation. Table 6-5 
presents the results of analyses using this measure. Husband to wife violence and youth 
remained significant risk factors for both minor and severe female perpetrated spousal
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Table 6-5. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife to Husband Violence












Wife’s Educ. .07 1.07 -.00 1.00
(.07) (.07)
Husb. to Wife Violence 3.85*** 47.19 2.95*** 19.09
(.32)* (.38)
Wife’s Age -.04" .96 -.04* .96
(.02) (.02)
W English Preference .12** 1.12
ooo4-ooo
(.05) (.04)
Mexican vs. PR -.25 .78
(.46)
Mex American vs. PR -.65 .52
(.48)
Cuban vs. PR -1.34 .26
(.87)
-2 log likelihood 290.114 228.812
Model Chi-Square 272.991 108.620
df 7 4
Sig. P < .001 P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors.
* P .05; ** P <  .01; *** P <  .001
violence. Education was not a significant risk factor for assaults on husbands. 
However,English language preference was significantly associated with increased risk for 
both minor and severe assaults on husbands. Specifically, more acculturated wives were 
12% more likely than less acculturated wives to used minor physical assaults against their
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spouse and 8% more likely to use severe assaults. None of the group contrasts were 
significant.
Amount of Time in the United States. The last measure of acculturation was the 
amount of time an individual had lived in the U.S.. This measure only refers to those 
Hispanic Americans who indicated that they were bom outside the United States. 
Therefore, the sample size was reduced. The results displayed in Table 6-6 indicate that 
the presence of husband to wife violence and youth, as in previous analyses, significantly 
increased the risk for both minor and severe assaults on husbands. None of the group 
contrasts were significant, however, the number of years spent living in the U.S. was a 
significant predictor of severe husband assaults. Wives who had lived in America for 
a longer period of time were 4% more likely to use severe violence against their spouse 
compared to wives who had lived in this country fewer years. Education was not 
significantly associated with increased risk for assaults on husbands.
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Table 6-6. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife to Husband Violence




Variable B Ratio B Ratio
Wife’s Educ. .07 1.08 .14 1.14
(.09) (.11)
Husb. to Wife Violence 3.94’** 51.57 3.73*** 41.56
(.43)* (.63)
Wife’s Age -.07” .93 -.04 .96
(.03) (-03)
Wife Years in U.S. .04 1.04 .04+ 1.04
(.03) (.03)
Mexican vs. PR -.31 .73
(.55)
Mex American vs. PR -.15 .86
(1.04)
Cuban vs. PR -1.21 .30
(.85)
-2 log likelihood 178.125 111.083
Model Chi-Square 162.344 68.645
df 7 4
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
1 Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
*P .05; ” P <  .01; *’* P <  .001
Power Discrepancies and Assaults on Wives among Anglo and Hispanic Americans.
Occupational Status Discrepancies as a Risk Factor for Assaults on Wives. Table
6-7 presents the results of analyses parallel to that presented in Table 6-2. The 
dependent variables are minor and severe assaults by husbands. The only independent 
variable to significantly predict minor assaults by husbands was assaults on husbands.
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Table 6-7. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife Assaults among











Husband’s Educ. -.06 .94 -.13+ .87
(•04)* (.08)
Wife to Husb. Violence 4.31"* 74.34 3.42"* 30.55
(.29) (.51)
Husband’s Age -.02 .98 -.02 .98
(.01) (.02)
Wife Higher Status Job -.19 .83 -.50 .61
(.30) (.47)
Ethnicity (Hisp. — 1) .08 1.09 .41 1.51
(.32) (.46)
-2 log likelihood 412.070 194.380
Model Chi-Square 375.045 81.839
df 5 5
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
1 Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
* P <  .05; ** P < .01; *" P <  .001
Husbands who had been victims of minor violence were 74 times more likely than non­
victims to be perpetrators of minor violence. In addition, husbands who were victims 
of severe violence were 30 times more likely than non-victims to be perpetrators of 
severe violence against their wives. Husband’s educational attainment was also 
significantly associated with severe assaults on wives. Specifically, higher educational 
attainment by the husband reduced the risk for partner violence. Ethnicity was not a 
significant factor for either minor or severe assaults on wives.
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Differences in Work Amounts as a Risk Factor for Assaults on Wives. The next
analysis parallels that presented in Table 6-3. Similar to the previous model, assaults by 
wives significantly increased the risk for assaults on wives. In addition, younger 
husbands were significantly more likely to assault their wives. Educational attainment, 
power differences, and ethnicity were not significant risk factors for either minor or 
severe wife assaults.
Table 6-8. Logistic Regression Analyses o f Factors Predicting Wife Assaults among 






Variable B Ratio B Ratio
Husband’s Educ. -.06 .94 -.08 .92
(.04) (.08)
Wife to Husb. Violence 4.06*" 57.96 2.89*” 17.94
(.27) (.47)
Husband’s Age -.02* .98 -.03* .97
(.01) (.02)
W  Work More than H -.27 .76 -.45 .64
(.28) (-41)
Ethnicity (Hisp. =  l) .07 1.08 -.13 .88
(.31) (.47)
-2 log likelihood 437.591 203.292
Model Chi-Square 361.136 71.884
df 5 5
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors.
*P  <  .05; **P <  .01; *** P <  .001
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Generational Status as a Risk Factor for Wife Assaults. Table 6-9 presents the 
results of an analysis parallel to that presented in Table 6-4. Again assaults by wives 
significantly increase the risk for assaults by husbands. Younger husbands were 
significantly more likely to engage in minor wife assaults but not severe wife assaults. 
In addition, the group contrasts revealed that Cuban American husbands were 
significantly less likely than Puerto Rican husbands to use minor assaults against their 
wives. Generational status was not a significant risk factor for either minor or severe 
assaults.
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Variable 6 Ratio B Ratio
Husband’s Educ. -.03 .97 -.04 .96
(.06)* (.08)
Wife to Husb. Violence 4.02*” 55.46 2.91*** 18.44
(.33) (.47)
Husband’s Age -.02+ .98 -.03 .97
(.01) (.02)
H Generational Status .24 1.27 -.31 .73
(.32) (.28)
Mexican vs. PR -.33 .72
(.45)
Mex American vs. PR -.53 .59
(.63)
Cuban vs. PR -1.76* .17
(.80)
-2 log likelihood 303.540 182.640
Model Chi-Square 267.882 60.057
df 7 4
Sig. P <  .001 P <  .001
1 Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
* P .05; “  P <  .01; *** P <  .001
English Language Preference as a Risk Factor for Assaults on Wives. Preference 
for English over Spanish was used as another measure of acculturation. The analyses 
presented in Table 6-10 parallels the analyses presented in Table 6-5 using this variable. 
Assaults by wives significantly increased the risk for minor assaults on wives by a factor 
of 54.02 and severe assaults on wives by a factor of 18.26. Youth also remained a
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Husband’s Educ. .00 1.00 -.03 .97
(•06)' (.09)
Wife to Husb. Violence 3.99*“ 54.02 2.90*”  18.26
(.33) (-47)
Husband’s Age -.02* .98 -.03 .97
(.01) (.02)
H English Preference -.03 .97 -.05 .95
(.05) (.05)
Mexican vs. PR -.38 .68
(.45)
Mex American vs. PR -.24 .79
(.49)
Cuban vs. PR -1.89* .15
(.80)
-2 log likelihood 319.977 184.469
Model Chi-Square 268.971 60.021
df 7 4
Sig. P <  .001 P < .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
*P  .05; **P <  .01; ~ P  <  .001
significant predictor of minor wife assaults. English language preference was not a 
significant predictor of either minor or severe assaults. Group contrasts indicated that 
Cuban Americans were the only group significantly different from Puerto Rican 
Americans in their risk for wife assaults. In particular, Cuban American husbands were 
significantly less likely than Puerto Rican husbands to engage in minor wife assaults.
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Years Spent Living in the U.S. as a Risk Factor for Assaults on Wives. The last 
table (Table 6-11) presents the results of an analysis parallel to that presented in Table 
6-6. The data shown in this table indicate that once again assaults by wives, significantly 
increase the risk for both minor and severe assaults on wives. Youth was also a 
significant risk factor for minor, but not severe wife assaults. Cuban American husbands 
were significantly less likely than Puerto Rican husbands to engage in minor assaults 
against their wives. These analyses also indicate, that time spent living in the United 
States is not a significant risk factor for minor or severe assaults on wives.
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Table 6-11. Logistic Regression Analyses of Factors Predicting Wife Assaults among











Husband’s Educ. -.06 .94 -.02 .98
(.08)* (-10)
Wife to Husb. Violence 3.98*** 53.75 3.55*** 34.87
(.42) (.62)
Husband’s Age -.05+ .95 .00 1.00
(.03) (.03)
Husb. Years in U.S. -.00 1.00 -.02 .98
(.02) (.10)
Mexican vs. PR -.55 .58
(.55)
Mex American vs. PR -.77 .48
(1.09)
Cuban vs. PR -1.70* .18
(.97)
-2 log likelihood 198.848 118.527
Model Chi-Square 170.428 51.485
df 7 4
Sig. P < .001 P <  .001
* Note: Numbers in parentheses are Standard Errors. 
*P .05; **P < .01; P < .001
Summary
The results of research using national probability samples has often indicated that 
rates of female perpetrated violence are higher than male perpetrated violence. Feminist 
researchers have argued, however, that the most commonly used measures o f violence, 
such as the Conflict Tactics Scale (Straus, 1979; 1990a; 1990b), do not consider the
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social context of female violence. Measures that only count the incidence of violent acts 
neglect the possibility that a woman’s violence may be in response to her partner’s 
attacks. In addition, these measures often ignore the seriousness of injuries sustained 
when a woman hits a man compared to when a man hits a woman.
The first set of analyses presented above indicate that, in fact, the greatest risk 
factor for female perpetrated domestic violence was assaults by her husband. This 
supports the argument that many feminists make regarding the situational context of 
violence by women. Assaults against husbands occur most often when there are also 
assaults against wives. It is possible that circumstances involving self defense, and 
protection of others may necessitate the use of violence by women. Therefore, it may 
be misleading to simply examine rates of female perpetrated violence without considering 
the social situation and the events leading up to the violent acts, factors which are 
unavailable in these data. Parallel analyses examining the risk factors for male 
perpetrated violence, however, also indicated that the greatest risk factor for male 
perpetrated domestic violence was assaults by his wife. This finding does not preclude 
the possibility that there are different dynamics of male and female perpetrated domestic 
violence. There is evidence, for example, that women are more likely than men to be 
injured as a result of domestic assaults (Berk, Loseke, & Rauma, 1983). Even though 
a man and a woman may use identical violent acts, the resulting injuries may be vastly 
different. In addition, women may underreport violence perpetrated by their male 
partners (Kaufman Kantor & Straus, 1990) consequently lowering their rates of reported 
victimization. There may also be differences in the meaning of violent acts against men
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and women as well as the consequences of such actions. For example, a five foot tall 
woman hitting her six foot tall male partner out of frustration may have very different 
results than if he hit her because his dinner did not meet his expectations. Dobash and 
associates (1992) argue that gender specific socialization explanations of domestic 
violence also contradict claims about the symmetry of marital violence. For example, 
the legitimization of violence against family members has been attributed to socializing 
processes and established institutions, yet these processes and institutions define and treat 
men and women differently. According to Dobash and associates (1992) it is unlikely 
that the causal role in violence of differentiated socialization and entitlements based on 
gender would also sufficiently explain the similar rates of violence by men and women.
The analyses presented in this chapter also indicated that power differences between 
husbands and wives did not significantly affect the risks for assaults on husbands or 
wives. Among Hispanic Americans, two of the three acculturation measures (preference 
for English and time spent living in the United States) significantly increased the risk for 
assaults on husbands. It could be that although power differences as they were 
conceptualized in this research do not explain female perpetrated violence, gaining a 
sense of increasing power and independence through the process of acculturation does 
explain. It is interesting to note that none of the acculturation measures significantly 
predicted assaults on wives. It remains, however, that the single most powerful predictor 
of violence by either husbands or wives, is violence by the partner.
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CHAPTER 7 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Existing research finding higher rates of spousal violence among minority families 
has often explained this finding as a  result of particular family structures and violence 
related values endorsed by minority groups. Implicit in these conclusions is the idea that 
these family structures and values are somehow deviant because they are not identical to 
those of Anglo culture. Other research, however, has suggested that structural 
conditions, such as poverty and unemployment, that are disproportionately felt by 
minority individuals offer better explanations of spousal violence. There is very little 
research, however, that uses race or ethnicity as a central focus and examines both 
cultural values and structural conditions and their relationship to spousal violence 
(Kaufman Kantor, 1990). There is even less empirical research that considers these 
relationships for Hispanic Americans.
This research used data from a national probability sample of 1,970 individuals to 
examine the associations among cultural factors, structural conditions, and spousal 
violence for Anglo and Hispanic Americans. In particular, the research was designed 
to address several questions. This final chapter answers the questions initially postulated 
concerning the effects of perceived ethnicity, in addition to and in conjunction with both 
the social structure and family relations, on the prevalence and seriousness of spousal 
violence.
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Are there Differences in the Way Hispanic and Anglo Families Work?
The results of the analyses looking at family factors suggested that there were 
important differences between Hispanic and Anglo Americans and within Hispanic 
groups. The Hispanic American population has been characterized as a youthful 
population and the results from this research are consistent with prior research 
(Valdivieso & Davis, 1988; U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1993). Hispanic Americans as 
a group were significantly younger than Anglo Americans, however, there was a great 
deal of diversity within Hispanic groups as well. Cuban Americans, for example, were 
much older than any of the other Hispanic groups. There were also important ethnic 
differences in terms of family structure. Hispanic American families tended to be larger 
than Anglo families, a finding that is consistent with prior knowledge (Valdivieso & 
Davis, 1988). Among Hispanic Americans, Mexicans had the largest household size and 
Cuban Americans the smallest. Based on the literature characterizing Hispanic families 
as having patriarchal power structures, it was hypothesized that they would be more 
likely than Anglo families to have a male dominated family power structure. The results 
suggested that although Hispanic families were more likely than Anglo families to have 
a male dominated family power structure they were also slightly more likely than Anglo 
families to have an egalitarian power structure. These results directly contradict 
stereotypical views of Hispanic families as being exclusively patriarchal. Again, 
however, there were important within group differences. Using the categories of 
perceived ethnicity, I found that Mexican and Mexican American families were more 
likely than the other two Hispanic American groups to have a male dominated family
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power structure. There were also important differences with regard to beliefs about 
using physical violence against a spouse. Anglo Americans were much more likely than 
Hispanic Americans to approve of slapping a spouse. Among Hispanic Americans, 
Puerto Rican Americans in this study were more likely than the other three groups to 
approve of using physical force against a wife. Mexican Americans were most likely to 
approve of using physical force against a husband.
To What Extent are There Structural Inequalities among Anglo and Hispanic Americans 
and Within Hispanic Groups?
Some of the largest differences between Anglo and Hispanic Americans appeared 
in the examination of structural conditions that each of these groups experience. Anglo 
Americans tended to have a higher socioeconomic status than did Hispanic Americans 
as evidenced by their higher educational attainment and location in managerial and 
professional specialty type jobs in the occupational sector. In contrast, Hispanic 
Americans were more likely to be unemployed and working in service, farming, and 
labor occupations that tend to be low paying and unstable. Anglo American families 
were also more likely to have two incomes, a factor that would increase their economic 
position and stability.
Among Hispanic Americans there was a great deal of diversity. Mexicans, largely 
new immigrants, had the fewest years of education and were also the poorest of the 
Hispanic groups in this country. There were also distinct patterns within Hispanic groups 
with respect to structural conditions. For example, half of Mexican wives stayed at 
home taking care of their family. In contrast, two-thirds of Cuban wives worked either
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full or part time outside the home. In fact, Cuban Americans emerged as the most 
socioeconomically advantaged group. They were more likely than the other groups to 
have two incomes, and to be working in managerial or professional specialty type 
occupations. This is most likely a result o f the connections of the first wave of Cuban 
immigrants and the older age of Cuban Americans as a group. The early immigrants 
were more educated, came from professional sectors of the Cuban population and were 
mostly white. They were also arriving at a time when the United States economy was 
flourishing and there were plenty of jobs for everyone. These political exiles were 
welcomed into the United States and given massive resettlement assistance. Each 
successive wave of Cuban immigrants, however, was more socioeconomically 
disadvantaged. By the time of the Mariel migration in the eighties, immigration laws 
were becoming stricter and the economy was in decline. In addition, the Marielitos were 
more likely to be non-white. As a result, perhaps of both poverty and skin color, these 
immigrants were met with hostility when they arrived in the U.S. (Sudrez, 1993; Portes 
& Stepick, 1993, Chilman, 1993; Massey, 1993). Members of other Hispanic groups 
were not welcomed as was the first wave of Cuban refugees and were not given the same 
kinds of social and economic support, that would allow them to advance in the social 
structure. Interestingly, Hispanic American women, regardless of ethnic group 
identification were more likely than Hispanic men to be working in professional type 
occupations. Almost half of Mexican American and more than half of Cuban women 
worked at professional jobs. All women in this sample, however, were more likely than 
men to work in professional jobs.
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How Much Spousal Violence Exists among Anglo and Hispanic Americans and Within 
Hispanic Groups?
Consistent with prior research (Kaufman Kantor, et a l., 1994), the analyses for this 
study indicated that Hispanic Americans in this sample had higher rates of spousal 
violence than Anglo Americans. However, the differences were not large enough to be 
statistically significant. There were important within group differences as well. Puerto 
Rican husbands, for example, emerged as the most violent of the Hispanic families 
studies here and Cuban husbands the least violent towards their partner. The results of 
this research also indicated that among both Anglo and Hispanic Americans, it is more 
socially acceptable for wives to hit husbands than for husbands to hit wives. 
Interestingly, Hispanic American individuals were less likely than Anglo American 
individuals to approve of the use o f violence against a spouse or partner. Again, 
however, there were within group differences. Puerto Rican Americans were the most 
likely and Cuban Americans the least likely to approve of a husband slapping his wife. 
Mexican Americans were most likely to approve of a wife slapping her husband. 
Although Anglo Americans were more likely to accept the legitimacy of physically 
assaulting a spouse, they did not have the highest rates of spousal assault.
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What is the Role of Acculturation in Spousal Violence?
One of the research questions for this project was to examine the association 
between acculturation and spousal violence. Three different measures of acculturation 
were used to look at this relationship. They included generational status, language 
preference, and country of birth. The results of the analyses considering the relationship 
between generational status and spousal assault indicated that among Hispanic Americans 
as a group, violence increased in a linear pattern with each successive generation. 
However, this pattern was not evident for any individual group. Among Puerto Ricans, 
the biggest difference was between being bom in the U.S. or not. In contrast, among 
Mexican and Cuban Americans the highest rates of violence towards intimate partners 
were found among first generation individuals. Among Mexican Americans, second 
generation individuals reported the most violence by partners. There was also a positive 
relationship between using English as the preferred language and spousal violence. 
These findings would tend to support the Strain Theory argument. American school 
children are taught to believe in the American Dream and as each generation of Hispanic 
Americans becomes more Anglicized, they may come to believe in this dream. At the 
same time, they are often unable to achieve the American Dream due to discrimination 
and blocked opportunities. The frustration and feelings of marginalization that occur as 
a result of this contradiction may increase the risk for spousal violence.
Among Hispanic Americans who were bom outside the United States, however, 
spousal violence was associated with having lived on the mainland a shorter amount of 
time. This would tend to support an acculturational stress model. These individuals are
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most likely in the process of learning Anglo cultural values and may experience conflict 
between their own cultural values and beliefs and those of the culture into which they are 
trying to assimilate. These individuals also do not have the advantages o f American 
citizenship that could be an additional stressor for them.
It appears therefore that acculturation has two different effects. On the one hand, 
more acculturated individuals (as measured by language preference and generational 
status) may be faced with the strain of being led to believe that hard work will result in 
success while experiencing first hand the effects of discrimination and prejudice. On the 
other hand, Hispanic individuals who were not bom in this country may experience 
conflicts and contradictions between Hispanic and Anglo cultures or stresses in adjusting 
to this country that increase their risk for spousal violence. Caution should be used when 
making generalizations about the effects of acculturation on spousal violence, however, 
because these analyses did not control for structural conditions.
Associations Among Structural Conditions. Family Factors, and Spousal Violence
In the past twenty years there has been a great deal of research on domestic 
violence. As a result of this research, a number of factors have been established as 
increasing the risk for spousal violence. One of the goals of this research was to 
examine the relationships among these factors and spousal violence for a sample that 
included a large group of Hispanic Americans. There is very little research that 
specifically focuses on the risks for spousal violence for this particular ethnic group. The
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results of this research indicated that there were a number of significant predictors of 
spousal assault.
Husband to Wife Violence. There were several factors that significantly increased 
the risk for assaults on wives for both Hispanic and Anglo Americans. For example, 
youth, husband’s unemployment, and normative approval of violence significantly 
increased the risk for wife assaults. Additionally, generational status was the only 
acculturational factor significantly associated with increased risk for wife assaults when 
included in models with structural factors such as unemployment.
The effects of some of the risk factors on spousal violence also varied by ethnicity. 
For example a male dominated power structure increased the risk for wife assault in 
Hispanic families, but not in Anglo families. Among more acculturated Hispanic 
individuals, as measured by language preference, unemployment was associated with 
higher levels o f violence, whereas among less acculturated individuals it was not. This 
result supports the argument of Strain Theory. More acculturated Hispanic individuals 
may have adopted the norms and values of Anglo culture, part of which includes 
economic success. Those who have not achieved this success, but who desire it, such 
as acculturated, yet unemployed Hispanic individuals, may be more likely to react to this 
strain with violence.
The combined effect of structural conditions and cultural factors on spousal 
violence was also different for Anglo and Hispanic Americans. Large households, for 
example, increased the risk for wife assaults among poor Hispanic families, but not poor 
Anglo families. The combination of poverty and a large family is very stressful. As a
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result, conflicts may become unmanageable and escalate into violence if there is no 
impartial observer to intervene. There is some evidence suggesting that Hispanic 
individuals are less willing to go to outsiders for help (Ginorio et al., 1996). Mexican 
American families, for example, are more likely to use the family as a resource for 
solving problems (Vega, 1995). This may be a consequence of language barriers, 
cultural beliefs regarding the importance of enduring suffering, and lack of knowledge 
of available services (Ginorio et al., 1996). Keeping problems isolated within the family 
unit, however, may simply increase the stress to a point where the result is violence.
Assaults on Husbands. In addition to assaults on wives, this research also 
considered assaults on husbands. Regardless of ethnicity, assaults against husbands 
occurred most often when there were also assaults against wives. This is consistent with 
prior research that has demonstrated that female perpetrated violence is rare. When it 
occurs, it may be a reaction to male perpetrated violence, a mechanism of self-defense, 
or a method of protecting others, such as children, from harm. Parallel analyses on 
violence by husbands revealed, however, that assaults on wives also occurred most often 
when there were assaults on husbands. This does not imply that the dynamics of male 
and female perpetrated violence are identical. Without information about the social 
context in which the violent acts took place it is not possible to make definitive 
conclusions about the these different dynamics. However, I found that among Hispanic 
Americans, acculturation significantly increased the risk for husband assaults. More 
acculturated Hispanic American women may feel a sense of power and independence. 
Acculturation did not significantly affect the risk for assaults on wives. It remains,
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however, that the single most powerful predictor of male and female perpetrated violence 
is violence by the partner.
Hispanic Group Diversity
Much of the information that currently exists regarding Hispanic Americans does 
not distinguish between ethnic groups. Until 1970 the Census counted Mexican 
Americans as Whites, and in 1980 although the Census asked individuals to designate 
themselves as Spanish, many Mexican Americans refused to do so because their ancestors 
were Mexican not Spanish (Ortiz, 1995). The FBI homicide files don’t even identify 
Hispanic Americans, much less distinguish between Hispanic groups (Sorenson, 1996). 
The current research demonstrated that there is a great deal of heterogeneity among 
Hispanic Americans. Differences exist in immigration circumstances, position in the 
social structure, family characteristics, and violent behavior. Future research should 
continue to make the effort to distinguish among Hispanic Americans rather than 
assuming similarities across ethnic groups.
Theoretical Explanations of Spousal Violence
Traditionally, "criminal violence" has been studied separately from violence within 
the family. Theoretical explanations of conventional types of crime are not commonly 
used to explain intrafamilial violence (Hotaling, Straus, & Lincoln, 1989). Moreover, 
the field of family violence research has developed as a distinct interdisciplinary area. 
This research, however, showed that Strain Theory, a classical criminological theory, is
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an appropriate model with which to understand spousal violence among Anglo and 
Hispanic Americans. For example spousal violence was more likely to occur among 
more acculturated, yet unemployed Hispanic Americans. Future research should 
investigate the applicability of criminological explanations o f extrafamilial violent 
behavior as possible explanations of violence within the family.
Limitations of the Research
Every research project has some limitations that much be addressed and certainly 
this project is no exception. One of the eligibility requirements for the NAFVS was that 
individuals had to be living with a partner of the opposite sex at least half of the time. 
Although the sample included both married and cohabiting partners, it did not include 
single people who may have had an abusive boyfriend or girlfriend that moved in and 
out, but was not living in the household enough of the time to meet the eligibility 
requirements.
There were also limitations regarding some of the measures. For example, 
although there were three measures of acculturation, none of these addressed the issue 
of perceived acculturation. It may be more important to ask Hispanic individuals if they 
feel they have been integrated in the U.S. society, and whether or not they want to 
assimilate, than to assess their use of English, or their country o f birth. Although there 
were several questions regarding employment status and type of occupation and industry 
individuals were employed in, these measures were not designed to exclusively deal with 
seasonal work or desire for employment. In addition, questions were not asked regarding 
reasons for working, particularly for women. For example, if women were working
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outside the home was it due to choice or economic necessity. The marital power 
measure included in this survey asked who made certain decisions in the family, but did 
not ask who should make the decisions. Therefore, I was not able to assess feelings of 
discontent in the family decision making process. Finally, the measure used to assess 
spousal violence, the CTS (Straus, 1979; 1990a; 1990b) is limited in its assessment of 
the situational context of violent behaviors. For example, there were no questions that 
asked who hit whom first and for what reason.
Strengths o f the Research
Although there were a number of limitations to this research, there were also many 
strengths that should also be addressed. One of the major strengths of the 1992 National 
Alcohol and Family Violence Survey was that interviews were conducted in both English 
and Spanish. By conducting bilingual interviews, less acculturated Hispanic Americans 
could be included in the sample. In addition, there was less of a risk of errors due to 
different interpretations of English words or phrases. Although there were no measures 
of perceived acculturation per se, respondents were asked to indicate their perceived 
ethnicity. This allowed individuals to identify with the culture they felt most 
comfortable. By using a national probability sample, rather than a sample of 
convenience, such as a shelter sample, results could be generalized to the population of 
the United States. In addition, the sample size of 1,970 including an oversample of 846 
Hispanic Americans was large enough to look at individual groups and to make group 
contrasts. Moreover, previously neglected Hispanic groups could be examined in great
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detail. Finally, the NAFVS was strengthened by its use of well established measures 
such as the Conflict Tactics Scale (Straus, 1979; 1990a; 1990b), questions regarding 
English language preference (Szapocznick, Scopetta, Kurtines, & Aranalde, 1988; 
National Center for Health Statistics, 1985) and marital power (Blood & Wolfe, 1960).
Policy Implications
The racial composition of the United States is changing. According to population 
projections, by the turn of the century the population of Hispanic Americans in the 
United States will overtake that of African Americans to become the largest minority 
group (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1993). In addition there are also larger 
socioeconomic changes that are altering the economic structure of this country. The 
manufacturing sector is declining and more often jobs are located in the service sector. 
These changes mean that different skills are required in order to work at a job that will 
provide enough money to support a  family. The family as an institution is not immune 
to these changes. Increasing numbers of women in the labor force combined with the 
removal of certain kinds of jobs from the occupational sector represent important 
structural conditions that affect family processes, in particular the risk for spousal 
violence. This research demonstrated that one of the most consistent risk factors for 
spousal assault was unemployment or underemployment, both of which could be 
economically and emotionally stressful. In addition, many of the jobs in which minority 
individuals work pay only minimum wage. Currently, even full time work at minimum 
wage is not enough to lift a family of four above the poverty line. Although Congress
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is presently debating an increase in minimum wage, it may be a long time before 
minimum wage work is enough for a family to live on comfortably.
Although education by itself was not significantly associated with increased rates 
of spousal violence, it is related to the type of job that a person can obtain. A majority 
of the Hispanic Americans in this sample were working in blue collar kinds of jobs that 
tend to be unstable and pay inadequately. Hispanic Americans also have a very high 
school dropout rate. One way to increase Hispanic participation in the labor force, 
therefore, would be to increase educational attainment among this ethnic group. 
Although bilingual education programs have demonstrated success at keeping Hispanic 
students in school longer, they are surrounded by a great deal of heated political debate 
including some arguments that they are "un-American" (Rodriguez, 1996). Without 
improvements in the educational system, however, Hispanic students may continue to 
drop out before receiving enough education to get a good job.
Improvements in the economic structure of the United States may be unrealistic as 
far as immediate solutions to the problem. Perhaps a more pragmatic solution would be 
to make mental health professionals more aware of cultural differences that might keep 
Hispanic individuals from seeking assistance. According to the Commonwealth Fund (as 
cited in Hispanic Magazine, April 1996: 16) 40% of Puerto Rican adults report high 
amounts of stress as a result of their living conditions that included money or work 
problems, loss of job, and mistreatment because of race or cultural background. Puerto 
Rican husbands in this sample were also the most likely to assault their wives. 
Improvements in the delivery of mental health services could help Hispanic individuals
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to deal with this stress in a more effective manner. Regardless of ethnicity, however, 
changes in the structure of the family are inevitable given the increasing number of 
changes in institutions that affect the family. Continuing education efforts addressing 
conflict resolution tactics other than violence, improvements in the social welfare of 
individuals living in this country, and a greater awareness of available resources will help 
to reduce spousal violence in all families.
What Does it all Mean?
Above and beyond the social problem of violence in the family are the relationships 
among ethnicity, structure, and culture. The United States is a stratified system based 
on institutional discrimination where integration into the social structure often depends 
on race. For example, in the labor market dark skinned Hispanics earn lower wages than 
those with lighter skins, and in the housing market those with darker skins are more 
segregated (Massey, Zambrana, & Bell, 1995). At the same time, however, explanations 
of the inequalities experienced by minority groups often rely on interpretations that blame 
these circumstances on cultural beliefs. Conditions such as poverty and unemployment 
are blamed on assumptions of unique cultural values endorsed by minority groups. The 
values and beliefs are characterized by low aspirations, excessive masculinity, and the 
acceptance of female-headed households as the norm (Hurtado, 1995), rather than on a 
system that rewards individuals based on their skin color. For example, even though 
Hispanic Americans will soon be the largest minority group in this country, It is these 
false assumptions about cultural inadequacies that prevent the development of policies
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aimed at improving the social position of minority individuals, as well as related family 
processes.
The United States is a nation of immigrants, however, newcomers are still viewed 
with skepticism and treated with hostility. In California, for example, Proposition 187, 
a bill designed to eliminate the availability of social services for illegal immigrants, 
caused a great deal of heated debate. In addition, despite evidence proving the success 
of bilingual education, it is often perceived as "un-American". Movements to declare 
English the official language of the United States and comments by high ranking 
politicians opposing languages other than English are also indicative of the increasing 
tensions between the growing Hispanic population and the majority Anglo population 
(Rodriguez, 1996). Until these issues are resolved, policies will continue to focus on 
individuals and ignore the larger picture of inequalities that contribute to discord and 
violence in families.
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0 L/
INSTITUTE FOR SURVEY RESEARCH 
TEMPLE UNIVERSITY 
-Of the Commonwealth System of Richer Educaticr.- 
1601 NORTH BROAD STREET 
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 1S122
SPRING/SUMMER 1SS2 STUDY #40-1551-421
NATIONAL SURVEY OF FAMILY LIFE
TEE INFORMATION ENTERED ON THIS FORM KILL EE HANDLED IN TEE 
STRICTEST CONFIDENCE AND KILL NOT EE RELEASED TO 
UNAUTHORIZED PERSONNEL
7-13 HU?: 14-17
DATE: 18-23 TIME EEGAN: AM/PM




INTRODUCTION: Hello, my name is ___________  and I work for Temple
University's Institute for Survey Research. We are conducting a 
study for the Family Research Center of the University of New* 
Hampshire about family life and family problems in couples. Your 
home was randomly selected along with 2000 ether homes* in the United 
States for this important study.
The purpose of this study is to better understand the relationship 
between family life, work, drinking and drug use, and how conflicts 
are resolved in families.
The interview will take between 45 minutes and 1 hour. If you want 
to discuss any of the questions, we can do so at the end.
Your answers will be held in strictest confidence, ar.c we are 
protected from giving this information to anyone other than the 
director of the study by a Federal Confidentiality Certificate.
No identifying information about you is connected to your answers.
We will take every safeguard to protect your privacy. Your 
participation in this study is voluntary. You may step the interview 
at any time, and you do not have to answer any question you do not 
want to answer. As a token of our appreciation for your help with 
this study, the Institute will send you a check for $10.00.
Do you have any questions now or can we begin?
INTERVIEWER SIGNATURE: ID# 2 7 -3 .
32
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01/
1. (RECORD R'S 8 El):
Male 1
Female 2
First I'd like to ask you about the people in ycur 
household.
2. Are you and your partner currently married cr are 
you living together?
Married 1
Living with partner 2
(I? MARRIED, USE "HUSBAND" OR "RIFE" THROUGHOUT 
QUESTIONNAIRE. I? LIVING WITH FARTHER/ USE "FARTHER.")
In all, how long have you and your 




How many adults, other than you and your 
(husband/wife/partner) live here who are 18 years 
of age or older?
(NUMBER)
39-40
5. What is your date of birth?
(MONTH) (DAY) (YEAR)
41-46
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01/
7. What is the last year 
completed?
of school that you have
No formal schooling 95
First through 7th 0 1
8 th grade 0 2
Seme high school 03
GED 04






Advanced degree 1 0
8 . What is the last year 
(husband/wife/partner;
of school that your 
completed?
No formal schooling 95
First through 7th 0 1
8 th grade 0 2
Some high school 03
GEO 04
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01/
(SHOW CARD 1)




OH BOOXHARX, LINE 1. 
SXIP TO Q. 21, 
PAGE 7)
Pacific Islander, 0 1
Asian, 0 2
Native American or 
Alaskan Native, 03
White but not Latino, 04
Black but not Latino, 05
(SXIP TO Q. 12) Latino or Hispanic, or 06
(GO TO BOX 1)
some other group? (SPECIFY):
77
BOX 1.
(X? SPECIFIED GROUP IS KOT LATINO, CEECX "HOT LATINO" 
OH BOOXHARX, LINE 1, AMD SXXP TO INSTRUCTION 
ABOVE Q. 21, PAGE 7.
IF UNCERTAIN WHETHER SPECIFIED GROUP IS LATINO,
ASX Q. 12.)
(TAXS BACK CARD 1)
57-5S
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01/
(SHOW CARS 2)
12. Which of these groups best describes your own 
ethnic identification:








BOOXXARX, LINS 1. Central American,
(SPECIFY COUNTRY): 07
SXIP TO Q.13.) South American, or 
(SPECIFY COUNTRY): OS
(GO TO BOX 2)




(I? SPECIFIED GROUP IS KOI LATINO, CHECH "NOT LATIHO" 
ON BOOKXARX, LIKE 1, AND SHIP TO Q. 21, PAGE 7.
IF UNCERTAIN WHETHER SPECIFIED GROUP IS LATINO, 
CHECX "UNDETERMINED" ON BOOKXARX, LINE 1. ASX Q. 13)
(TAXE BACX CARD 2)
13. In what country were you born?
( COUNTRY)
(IF MAINLAND U.S., ALASKA, OR HAWAII, SKIP TO Q. 15.)
61-62
14. In what year did you first come to the U.S. to live?
(YEAR) Don't Know S3
64-65
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15. In vhat country was your mother born?
(COUNTRY) Don't Kncv 998
16. In vhat country was your father born?
(COUNTRY) Don't Kncv 998
(SEOW CARD 3 ?OR QQ. 17 - 20)
17. What language co you prefer to speak? Just tell me 
the number on the card. Is it:
Spanish all the time, 1
Spanish most of the time, 2
Spanish and English equally, 3
English most of the time, or 4
English all of the time? 5
18. What language do you speak at home?
Spanish all the time 1
Spanish most of the time 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English most of the time 4
English all of the time 5
19. What language do you speak with friends?
Spanish all the time 1
Spanish most of the time 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English most of the time 4
English all of the time 5
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02/
20. Vhat language do you speak at work?
Spanish all the time 1
Spanish most of the time 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English most of the time 4
English all of the time 5
(EC NOT READ) Respondent does not work. 6
(TASS EACX CARO 3)
(SHOW CARO X)
21. Vhat is your (husband's/wife's/partner's) racial and 
ethnic background:
(TASS EACX CARO 1 
AND SKIP TO 
INSTRUCTION
Pacific Islander, 0 1
Asian, 0 2
Native American or 
Alaskan Native, 03
ABOVE Q. 31, White but not Latino, 04
PASS 10.) Black but not Latino, 05
(SXIP TO Q. 22) Latino or Hispanic, or 06
(GO TO BOX 3)




(Z? 8 PECIPZED GROUP IS KOT LATINO, SXIP TO 
INSTRUCTION ABOVE Q. 31, PAGE 10.
I? UNCERTAIN WHETHER SPECIFIED GROUP IS LATINO, 
ASK Q. 22.)
(TAXZ BACK CARD 1)
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02/
(SHOT CARD 2)
22. Which of these groups best describes (his/her) 
ethnic identification:
Puerto Rican, 0 1
(TARS BACX CARD 2 Mexican, 0 2
Mexican American, 03
Cuban, 04





South Aaerican, or 
(SPECIFY COUNTRY): OS
(GO TO BOX 4)




(I? SPECIFIED GROUP IS KOT LATIHO, SXIP TO 
INSTRUCTION ABOVE Q. 31, PAGE 10.
IF UNCERTAIN WHETHER SPECIFIED GROUP IS LATIHO, 
ASH Q. 23.)
(TARS BACH CARD 2)
23. In what country was your (husband/wife/partner) born?
(COUNTRY) Don't Know 993
, SKIP TO Q. 25. )
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02/
25. In vhat country was (his/her) not:her born?
(COUNTRY) Don't Knov 998
26. In vhat country vas (his/her) fa1:her born?
(COUNTRY) Don't Knov 958
(SHOV CARD 3 FOR QQ. 27 - 30)
27. What language does your (hushand/vife/partner) prefer 
to speak? Just tell ne the nunber on the card. Is it:
Spanish all the tine, 1
Spanish nost of the tine, 2
Spanish and English equally, 3
English nost of the tine, or 4
English all of the tine? 5
28. What language does (she/he) speak at hone?
Spanish all the tine 1
Spanish nost of the tine 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English nost of the tine 4
English all of the tine 5
29. What language does (she/he) speak with friends?
Spanish all the tine 1
Spanish nost of the tine 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English nost of the tine 4
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30. What language does (she/he) speak at work?
Spanish all the time 1
Spanish most of the time 2
Spanish and English equally 3
English most of the time 4
English all of the time 5
(DO KOT READ) Partner does not work. 6
(TAKE BACK CARD 3)
(SHOW CARD 4)
31. Now I have some questions about the work that you and 
your (husband/wife/partner) do. What is ycur current 
job situation? Are you:
(GO working 35 hours or more a week 
in one job for pay, 0 1
TO working 35 hours or more a week 
from combined paid part-time jobs, 0 2
Q. 32) working part-time, that is, 
less than 35 hours a week for pay, 03
(CHECK
a full-time student, 






keeping house, but not for pay, 
(SKIP TO Q. 36)
05
unemployed, (GO TO Q. 32) 06
disabled, (GO TO Q. 32) 07





have you never held a job for pay? 09
SKIP TO Q. 36)
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02/
32. What (is/vas) your (current/most recent) occupation 
or job title (for ycur main job)?
(OCCUPATION OR JOE TITLE)
33. What sort of work (do/did) you do; that is, what 
(are/were) your main duties?
(JOE DUTIES)
34. In what type of business or industry (is/was) that; 
that is, what product (is/was) made or what service 
(is/vas) offered?
(EUSINESS OR INDUSTRY)
(I? Q. 31 IS CODED 01, 02, OR 03, SKI? TO Q. 36)
35. When did you last work at this job? 
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02/
36. What is your (husband's/wife's/partner's) current job 
situation? Is (he/she) :
(GO TO 
Q. 37)
working 35 hours or more a week 
in one job for pay, 0 1
working 35 hours or more a week 
from combined paid part-time jobs, 0 2
working part-time, that is, 






a full-time student, 
(SXIP TO g .  41)
04
keeping house, but not for pay, 
(SXIP TO Q. 41)
05
unemployed, (GO TO Q. 37) 06
disabled, (GO TO g .  37) 07






has (he/she) never held a job for 
pay?
09
37. What (is/was) your (husband's/wife's/partner's) 
(current/most recent) occupation or job title on 
(his/her) main job?
(OCCUPATION OR JOB TITLE)
33. What sort of work (does/did) your
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c: /
39. In vhat type of business or industry (is/vas) that; 
that is, vhat product (is/vas) made or vhat service 
(is/vas) offered?
(BUSINESS OR INDUSTRY)
(IP Q 36 IS CODED 01, 02, OR 03 SKIP TO INSTRUCTION AS0V3 Q 41)
40. When did (he/she) last vork at this job? 
(PROSE FOR MONTH AND YEAR)
(MONTH) (YEAR)
(TAXS BACK CARD 4) Don't knov SS9S 5 5-5?
(SHOW CARD S)
41. In 1SS1, vhat vas your total family income frcn all 
sources before taxes? Just give me the letter cf the 
category.
A. less than $4 ,999 0 1
B. $5 , 0 0 0 to $9,999 0 2
C. $1 0 , 0 0 0 to $14,999 03
D. $15,000 to ‘ $19,999 04
E. $2 0 , 0 0 0 to $24,999 05
F. $25,000 to $29,999 06
G. $30,000 to $34,999 07
H. $35,000 to $39,999 03
I. $40,000 to $49,999 09
J. $50,000 to $59,999 1 0
K. $50,000 to $79,999 1 1
L. $30,000 to $99,999 1 2
M. more than $ 1 0 0 , 0 0 0 13
DON'T KNOW S3
60-61
(TAKE BACK CARD 5)
226
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
0 i /
(SHOW CARD 12)
76. Every family has decisions to make such as where to live,
whether or not to buy a car, and so on. We would like to find 
cut how you and your (husband/wife/partner) make sore of these 
kinds of decisions. In your family, who actually has the final 
say in (READ ITEM):
(EOR ITEM a . ,  SAY): Would you say your (husband/wife/partner) 
only, your (husband/wife/partner) more than you, you and your 
(husband/wife/partner) equally, you more than your (husband/ 












a. buying a car? 1 2 3 4 5
b. having children? 1 2 3 4 5
c. what house or
apartment to take? 1 2 3 4 5




1 2 3 4 5
e. whether you should 
go to work or 
quit work? 1 2 3 4 5
f. how much money to 
spend on food 
per week?
1 2 3 4 5
(TAKE EACX CARD 12)
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04/
(SHOW CARD 13)
77. Please look at this line representing different degrees of 
happiness in your relationship. The cicdle point, "happy" 
represents the degree of happiness cf rest relationships. 
Flease tell me which number best describes the degree of 









(TAX3 EACX CARD 13)
78. Are there situations that you can imagine in which you would 
approve of a wife slapping her husband's face?
Yes 1
No 2
7S. Are there situations that you can i: 
approve of a husband slapping his v.
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0-
( S h o w  C a r d  1 4 )
(Read): No matter how well a couple gets along, there are times when they
disagree, get annoyed with the other person, cr just have spats or fights
because they're in a bad mood, or tired, cr for some other reason. They
also use many different ways of trying to settle their differences. I'm 
going to read seme things that you and your (husband/wife/partner) might do
when vou have an argument or a disagreement. I would like you to (READ Q. a):
Q. a. Tell me how many times in the cast 12 months you fREAP ITEM PROM L I S T ) . 
Was it once, twice, 3 to S times, £ to 10 times, 11 to 20 times, cr 
more than 20 times?




6 -  10 
times











r s s NO








Q. 80 a. ONLT)
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
S I .  got information 
to back up your 
side of things.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
82.  brought in, or 
tried to bring 
in someone to 
help settle 
things.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
S3,  insulted or 
swore at (him/ 
her).
1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
84. sulked or re­
fused to talk 
about an issue.
1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2
85.  stomped out of 
the room or 
house or yard.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
86. cried. 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 1 2
87. did or said 
something to 
spite (him/her).
1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2
88. threatened to 
hit or throw 
something at 
(him/her).
1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2
89. threw, smashed 
or hit or kicked 
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O. c. Was there ever an occasion in the oast 12 months when your rhusfcand,/ 
wife/cartnerl fRSAD ITEM FSOM LISTW Tell me how often?
Q. c Q. d
Once Twice
3 - S 
times
6 - 1 0
times
















80. discussed an 
issue calmly. 1 2 3 4 s 6 0 1 2
81. got information 
to back up (his/ 
her) side cf 
, things.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
82. brought in, or 
tried to bring 
in someone to 
help settle 
things.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 i 2
83. insulted or 
swore at you. 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
84. sulked or re­
fused to talk 
about an issue.
1 2 3 4 c € 0 1 2
88. etcmped cut of 
the room or 
house or yard.
1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
86. cried. 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
87. did cr said 
something to 
spite you.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
88. threatened to 
hit or throw 
something at 
you.
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
89. threw, smashed 
or hit or kicked 
■ something. 1 2 3 4 s 6 0 1 2
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05/
Q. a. Tall se he■v many times in the oast 12 months vcu fKEAD ITSX THOM




to 5 times, 6 to 10 times, 11 to 20 t-ises, cr
Q. a Q . b
3 - 5 6 - 1 0
times










Once Twice times Sever YZS NO




90. hit or threw 
something at 
(him/her)?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
91. pushed, grabbed 
cr shoved (his/ 
her) 7
1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
92. slapped (his/ 
her] 7 1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
93. kicked, hit, cr 
hit (his/her) 
with a fist?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
94. hit or tried ts 
hit (his/her) 
with something?
1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
95. beat (his/her) 
up? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
96. choked (his/ 
her)? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
97. threatened (his 
/her) with a 
knife or gun?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
98. used a knife cr 
gun? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2










Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
05/
Q. c. Was thara ever an occasion in the cast 12 ccr.th.9 whan veur I husband/
wife/partrarl CR2.VD ITEM FROM LIST1? Tall ce hew efta-?
Q.  C Q d











Cnee Twice times times Sever TES NO
(ASX f i . a . , PREVIOUS PAG3) (ASX
fi.d.)
(ASX fl.a . 
PREVIOUS PASS)
SO. hit cr threw 
something at 
ycu?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
91. pushed, grabbed 
cr shoved ycu? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
52. slatted ycu? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
93. kicked, bit, cr 
hit ycu with 
a fist?
1 2 3 4 e E 0 1 2
94. hit cr tried tc 
hit ycu with 
something?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
| 95. beat ycu ut? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
55. ckcked ycu? 1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
57. threatened 
ycu with a 
knife cr gun?
1 2 3 4 c 6 0 1 2
93. used a knife cr 
gun? 1 2 3 4 e 6 0 1 2
(TAX2 BACX CARD 14)
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